
FINAL 
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

MUNITIONS STORAGE AREA 
AT 

TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA 

AGENCY: United States Air Force 

PURPOSE: The Air Force prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) of the potential 
environmental consequences of constructing modernized, centralized additions to the 
Munitions Storage Area at Tyndall Air Force Base (AFB), Florida. The EA was 
completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); the Counci l on 
Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEPA (40 CFR (Title 40 Code of 
Federal Regulations) Sections 1500-1508), Department of Defense (DoD) Directive 
6051.1; Air Force instruction (AFI) 32-7061 , Environmental impact Analysis Process; 
and 32 CFR Part 989, Environmental Jmpacr Analysis Process. 

PROPOSED ACTION: The United States Air Force (USAF) proposes to add to and 
operate a modernized, centralized facility for the Munitions Storage Area at Tyndall 
AFB, Florida. The new faci lities, seven new buildings and one addition to a building, 
add about 18,385 square feet of munitions storage and operations areas to the existing 
Munitions Storage Area. The new facilities also continue to centralize munitions storage 
and operations. An access road will be built off of Little Ammo Road for ingress and 
egress to the site. Three new parking lots are included in this project. The new POV 
parking lot is located to the west of the containment pond and will provide about 25 
parking spaces. One new Government Owned Vehicle (GOV) parking lot is located 
between existing Bldg 7026 and proposed Bldg 7024. The other new GOY parking lot is 
west of the two new operating locations of Phase 3. 

NO ACTION ALTERNAT IVE: The No Action alternative would result in continued 
operations at partial capacity through short-term measures that are very manpower 
intensive, less productive, degrade pilot training, and reduce safety and mission 
effectiveness. 

SITING ALTERNATIVE: There are no known potential viable siting alternatives. 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS: A Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
(FDEP) permit will be required for stonnwater. NPDES construction permits will be 
required for these projects as the area of disturbance requiring such permit changed from 
greater than 5 acres to include parcels between 1 and 5 acres for any construction starting 
after 01 May 2003. A joint FDEP/Corps of Engineers Dredge and Fill Permit application 
will be required for the road crossings of the wetlands storm ditches. This permit would 
cover the three road crossings: the road just west of the pond where it crosses the storm 
ditch, and the ingress and egress roads for the Privately Owned Vehicle (POV) parking lot 



Report Documentation Page Form Approved
OMB No. 0704-0188

Public reporting burden for the collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information,
including suggestions for reducing this burden, to Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for Information Operations and Reports, 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington
VA 22202-4302. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no person shall be subject to a penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it
does not display a currently valid OMB control number. 

1. REPORT DATE 
11 FEB 2004 2. REPORT TYPE 

3. DATES COVERED 
  00-00-2004 to 00-00-2004  

4. TITLE AND SUBTITLE 
Final Finding of No Significant Impact Munitions Storage Area at
Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida 

5a. CONTRACT NUMBER 

5b. GRANT NUMBER 

5c. PROGRAM ELEMENT NUMBER 

6. AUTHOR(S) 5d. PROJECT NUMBER 

5e. TASK NUMBER 

5f. WORK UNIT NUMBER 

7. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 
326 Civil Engineer Squadron (325 CES/CEV),119 Alabama
Avenue,Tyndall AFB,FL,32403 

8. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION
REPORT NUMBER 

9. SPONSORING/MONITORING AGENCY NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 10. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S ACRONYM(S) 

11. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S REPORT 
NUMBER(S) 

12. DISTRIBUTION/AVAILABILITY STATEMENT 
Approved for public release; distribution unlimited 

13. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES 

14. ABSTRACT 
 

15. SUBJECT TERMS 

16. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF: 17. LIMITATION OF 
ABSTRACT 
Same as

Report (SAR) 

18. NUMBER
OF PAGES 

57 

19a. NAME OF
RESPONSIBLE PERSON 

a. REPORT 
unclassified 

b. ABSTRACT 
unclassified 

c. THIS PAGE 
unclassified 

Standard Form 298 (Rev. 8-98) 
Prescribed by ANSI Std Z39-18 



where they cross the stonn ditch. The principal environmental impacts of tl1e proposed 
action are the temporary and localized increases in noise and air emissions due to 
construction and demolition activities. Aircraft-related noise would continue to dominate 
the acoustics of the area. No impacts are anticipated to occur on threatened and 
endangered species, cultural resources, floodplains, ground water, or aquatic resources in 
the Tyndall AFB area. Minimal impacts would occur to air quality, water quality, 
biological resources, noise, land use and transportation, wetlands and explosive clear 
zones. 

PUBLIC NOTICE AND REVIEW PER AFI 32-7061 AND 32 CFR PART 989: The 
installation posted a notice in the Panama City News Herald on September 10, 2003. 
Subsequently, the installation waited for 30 days and received two comments besides 
letters indicating no comment. The response to comments are in Appendix C of the EA 
attached. In addition, the Florida State Clearinghouse, other state agencies involved in 
the Clearinghouse's procedural reviews, and the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency reviewed the proposal. On October 28, 2003, the State Clearinghouse approved 
this project. 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT lMPACT: Based on my review of the facts and 
analysis in the EA, I conclude that the proposed action will not have a significant impact 
either by itself, or considering cumulative impacts. This finding is true of both the 
proposed action and the siting alternative. Accordingly, the requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act, the Council on Environmental Quality Regulations, AFI 32-
7061, and 32 CFR 989 have been fulfilled, and an environmental impact statement is not 
required and will not be prepared. 

Date 

Attachment: 
Environmental Assessment 
Finding ofNo Significant Impact 

DOUGLAS R. COCHRAN, Colonel, USAF 
Vice Commander, 325th Fighter Wing 
Chairman, Environmental Protection Committee 
Tyndall AFB FL 



Final 
Environmental Assessment 

for the 
Munitions Storage Area Addition 

at 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida 

1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

The Munitions Storage Area at Tyndall Air Force Base (AFB) provides storage capacity for 
explosives used on aircraft and weapons evaluation, as well as on tests performed by the Air Force 
Research Lab (AFRL). 

The purpose of the proposed action is to provide modernized, centralized additions to the Munitions 
Storage Area. These additions will fulfill the needs for capacity, explosive safety standards, and 
security while minimizing environmental impacts. The project is divided into three phases. Phase 1 
includes Bldgs 7024 (Ready Storage) and 7025 (Munitions Operations Facility). Phase 2 is the 
construction of the Hayman Igloo to store AIM. 120s as well as other explosives. Phase 3 includes the 
Operating Locations for 20 MM. ammunition and for Chaff and Flares. The 12-Bay Multi-Cube and the 
AFRL Hayman Igloo are not included in any particular phase. 

1.2 NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 

Due to new policies by the Department of Defense Explosive Safety Board (DDESB), substantial 
dividing walls do not provide intraline (IL) protection between personnel and non-concurrent 
explosive operations. Some of our current facilities were designed under older explosive safety rules 
that were more relaxed. The concurrent munitions operations that used to be performed inside the 
same facility can no longer be perfom1ed under current safety standards. Introduction of the F/A-22 
Raptor to Tyndall AFB will increase the storage needs of weapons for aircraft and evaluation tests. 
The need for the proposed action is to secure munitions storage c1acity and facilitate coordination 
between the 3251

h Maintenance Munitions Storage (325 M.XS), 53 Weapons Evaluation Group (53 
WEG) and AFRL. 

The 83d Fighter Weapons Squadron (83 FWS) Munitions Flight lost its capability to support 20-
millimeter (MM.) ammunition, chaff, and flare operations in Bldg 7028 (83 FWS sited missile 
operating location) because of changes in DDESB approved explosive site plan. These changes were 
based on IL protection between different explosive operations, non-essential personnel, and non­
explosive operations requirements that cannot be achieved in Bldg 7028. This has reduced evaluation 
and training opportunities for 83 FWS hosted Combat Air Force (CAF) units. The 325th Fighter Wing 
(325 FW) lost explosive capabilities when it was discovered a previously approved site plan in Bldg 
246 was based upon faulty data. This facility is too close to US Highway 98 for any explosive 
operation beyond 1.4S (class of explosives). These explosive operations could not be accomplished 
through any other means on Tyndall AFB without significant consequences to the 325 FW and/or 53 
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WEG's primary missions. Furthermore, non-essential personnel performing munitions-related duties 
are exposed to unacceptable 1isks of explosive hazards and their related operations must be relocated 
to facilities meeting lL protection requirements found in Air Force Manual (AFMAN) 91-201 . Partial 
capability can be performed through short-term measures that are very manpower intensive, less 
productive, degrade pilot training, and reduce mission effectiveness of the USAF Weapons System 
Evaluation Program. Some personnel and their duties have been relocated to geographically separated 
buildings with reduced supervision and related suppo·rt efficiencies. Unless a plan for construction of 
additional munitions facilities is implemented, munitions support for aircrew evaluations and training 
will continue to be limited. Without this construction, supervisor safety oversight will also continue 
to be degraded with the increased probability of accidents involving highly dangerous explosives. 

1.3 SCOPE 

This Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared in accordance with Air Force Instruction (AFI) 32-
7061, Environmental Impact Analysis Process; 32 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 989, 
Environmental Impact Analysis Process,· and the President's Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (40 
CFR Parts 1500-1508). This EA identifies the possible environmental impacts the proposed action would 
have and the magnitude of those impacts. If the environmental impacts are found to be significant 
according to CEQ's criteria (40 CFR Part 1508.27), an Environmentallmpact Statement (EIS) would be 
prepared before Tynda11 AFB implements the proposed action. If such impacts are found to be relatively 
minor, a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) would be issued and Tyndall AFB may proceed with 
the proposed action. 

1.4 RELEVANT ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES AND ISSUES NEEDING NO FURTHER 
CONSIDERATION 

1.4.1 AJRQUALITY 

All the alternatives except the No Action alternative would affect the air quality in both the short and long 
term. 

Fugitive dust from ground disturbing activities and combustion emissions from construction equipment 
would be generated during the proposed project or the site alternatives. These emissions would vary 
from day to day depending on the amount of munjtions storage area being worked, the level of 
construction activity, the specific operations and the prevailing meteorological conditions. 

There would be a slight increase in motor vehicle emissions from the increased munitions operations and 
movement of munitions to support these operations. 

1.4.2 WATERQUALITY 

All the alternatives except the No Action alternative would affect water quality in both the short and long 
term. 
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Additional impervious surfaces would increase the volume of stom1water runoff. During construction, 
soil erosion could contribute to stonnw&ter pollution unless steps are taken to mitigate this possibility. 
Unless Swale Exemption Cti teria are met per Florida Administrative Code (FAC) 62-25.030, an 
app lication for a general pem1it must be filed with Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
(FDEP) prior to construction tbat would contribute to stormwater runoff. Further details of the 
sto1111water rules may be found in F AC 62-25. 

1.4.3 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

All the altematives except the No Action alternative would affect the flora and fauna in both the short and 
long tem1. 

Minor changes jn poor to medium quality habitat WOL!Id result from the proposed project. The site 
alternatives would affect poor to good quality habitat inc luding wetlands. The total disturbed acres for 
the three phases and two projects that are not currently set in any phase is approximately 7.5 acres. 
Disturbed area for Phase L would be a little over 1.5 acres. Disturbed area for .Phase 2 would be a little 
over 1 acre. And the total disturbed area for Phase 3 would be a little Less d1an 2.5 acres. The 12-Bay 
Multi-Cube and the AFRL Hayman Igloo are not included in any particular phase; each ofthese projects 
would disturb less that 1.25 acres each. 

1.4.4 NOISE 

All the alternatives except the No Action alternative would minimally affect noise in the short term and 
long tenn. 

Noise would he associated with the type of construction and demolition activity involved in building an 
office/classroom complex and demolishing three office buildings. Heavy equipment would be used to 
clear and prepare the construction sites. 

Long-tenn noise increases would he very insignificant and derived most1y ·rrom vehicular traffic. 

1.4.5 LAND USE AND T RANSPORTATION 

None of the alternatives would cause a change in land use classifications. 

A IJ the alternatives except the No Action alternative would affect transportation in the short and long 
tenn. 

There would be a slight i ncrease in motor vehicle traffic from the additional weapons movements. 

t .4.6 WETLANDS 

All previously considered ahem ati es with the exception of the Proposed alternative and No Action 
ahemative had proposed construction within wetlands. The Proposed alternative does not have 
construction proposed within wetlands, hut does have road crossings of a wetlands stonnwater ditch. 
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1.4. 7 EXPLOSIVE CLEAR ZONES 

As a result of the types of munitions to be stored in the new facilities, the Proposed alternative would 
expand the existing clear zones by about 12.5 percent. The No Action alternative would remain 
within the existing explosive clear zones. The munitions personnel have determined the Proposed 
alternative would have the least impact on explosive clear zones and would be located in areas permitted 
by existing explosive clear zones. 

1.4.8 ISSUES NEEDING NO FURTHER CONSIDERATION 

None of the alternatives would have an impact on cultural resources, or floodplains. None of the 
alternatives have construction proposed within the 1 00-year floodplain. None of the alternatives have 
construction proposed in areas that have been identified as having high potential for cultural resources. 

A number of federally protected species have been observed at, or are likely to occur at Tynda11 AFB. 
Generally these species would inhabit or use the more remote areas of the base. The existing areas -
sparsely treed uplands surrounding an isolated palusterine wetland and surrounded by palusterine 
wetlands and landscaped and asphalted areas where the new facilities are planned result in poor 
habitat for threatened or endangered species. The proximity of the sparsely treed uplands to 
development results in a relatively poor habitat for threatened or endangered species. Also, the three 
known bald eagle nests on base are about 9,500 feet, 20,000 feet and 32,500 feet from the site- all 
much further than the minimum of 1,500 feet of buffer required for construction activities. Thus, the 
proposed project and its alternatives would all result in no impact to threatened or endangered species. 

The proposed action would have a temporary beneficial economic impact due to the employment of the 
construction and demolition personneL These actions would only result in very minor changes to the 
economy ( <0.1 percent). 

Therefore, this EA will not consider cultural resources, floodplains, socioeconomics, and threatened and 
endangered species :fi.trther. 

1.5 REQUIRED FEDERAL AND STATE PERMITS, LICENSES, AND NOTIFICATIONS 

An FDEP permit will be required for stormwater. NPDES construction permits will be required for 
these projects as the area of disturbance requiring such permits goes from greater than 5 acres to 
include parcels between 1 and 5 acres for any construction starting after 1 May 03. A joint 
FDEP/Corps of Engineers (COB) Dredge and Fill Permit application will be required for the road 
crossings of the wetlands storm ditch. This permit would cover three road crossings: the road just west of 
the pond where it crosses the storm ditch, and the ingress and egress roads for the Privately Owned 
Vehicle (POV) parking lot where they cross the storm ditch. 
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

2.1 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

The new facilities add about 18,385 square feet of munitions storage and operations areas to the 
existing Munitions Storage Area. The new facilities, seven new buildings and one building addition, 
would enable centralization of munitions storage and operations . 

... ',.Mi 

OPERATING 
LOCATION 

.,. 
''""--, ~ ,J 

AFRtH~YMAN . t'~ 
READY IGLOO ··---....._ , ;· 
STORAGe<._ ' s l-,,/' 

·'-'OPERATING 
LOCATION 

An access road will be built off of Little Ammo Road for ingress and egress to the site. Three new 
parking lots are included in this project. The new POV parking lot is located to the west of the 
containment pond and will provide about 25 parking spaces. One new Government Owned Vehicle 
(GOV) parking lot is located between existing Bldg 7026 and proposed Bldg 7024. The other new 
GOY parking lot is located west of the two operating locations ofPhase three. 
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Extensive removal of brush and a number of trees is required to facililate this construction project. 
This will not involve going into wetlands with heavy equipment. 

Flexible road pavements (asphalt cement) shall be provided for the new access road and parking 
support areas. The storm drainage system includes mostly overland flow collection and co.nveyance 
of storm water through the site. Culverts are provided to cany the water beneath pavement areas. This 
system would be designed with shallow swales to meet the stom1water permitting requirements of the 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection regulations (FAG 62-25). 

The enviromnental jssues for this project include best management practices to prevent sediment from 
entering any of the ponds, wetlands, or ditches, NPDES construction permits will be required for 
these projects as the area of disturbance requiring such pennit changes from greater than 5 acres to 
include parcels between 1 and 5 acres for any construction starting after l May 03. 

Landscaping of the sites has yet to be addressed. 

2.2 SITING ALTERNATIVES 

Two siting alternatives were initially considered for this project before the proposed alternative was 
conceived. Although the proponents believed these alternatives were viable! further investigation led 
to their elimination. The alternative site location west of the existing Munitions Storage Area was 
eliminated because it consisted almost entirely of wetlands. The alternative site location in an uplands 
area to the northwest of the existing Munitions Storage Area was e.liminated because it was not 
contiguous to the main area and it posed security problems. The fact that these two sites proved to be 
nonviable alternatives means that they will not be considered further in this EA. 

The initial proposed siting for this project included two buildings for Phase 1 in wetlands to the south 
of the existing Munitions Storage Area and two buildings for Phase 3 in the wetlands west of the 
existing Munitions Storage Area. Tyndall's Enviro,nme.ntal Flight contracted with ERC to delineate 
the wetlands to the south and west of the existing Murutions Storage Area in order to detennine if 
there were sufficient uplands to accommodate the proposed eX:pansion. The wetlands to the west of 
the existing Munitions Storage Area did not contain sufficient uplands to warrant delineation. The 
area to the south of the ex isting Munitions Storage Area was flagged to delineate the wetla,nds from 
the uplands. Diane Bateman, USA COE, field verified the wetlands, including an isolated wetlands. 
She moved a few flags in the process changing the line between the wetlands and uplands slightly. 
FDEP defen-ed to the COB to delineate the wetlands. 

Headqttarters Air Education and Training Command (HQ AETC) was advised about the problem of 
projects initially being proposed for siting in wetlands, HQ AETC subsequently arranged for a 
planning team headed by the Air Force Center for Enviromnental Excellence (AFCEE) to complete a 
long-range plan for additions to the Munitions Storage Area with minimal impact to the wetlands. 
Tbe team included members from AFCEE, HQ AETC, Air Forc.e Safety Center (AFSC), Air Combai 
Command (ACC), 16th Special Operations Wing (16 SOW) and Tyndall AFB: 

·Ed Bakunas AFCEE/EC Team Leader 
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•Jack Siegel 
• Deborah Tharp 
•MSgt Randy Russell 
• Romru1 Alvarez 
• Mike Faldowski 
•Carl T. Hoffman 

AETC/CE 
AETC/CE 
AFSC/SEW 
AETC/ SEW 
ACC/LG 
16 SOWICE 

Community Planner 
Environmental Planner 
Weapons Safety 
Weapons Safety 
Conventional Munitions 
Community Planner 

This team located all additions to the existing Munitions Storage Area in uplands, some within the 
existing Munitions Storage Area fence line, and five buildings in an uplands area surrounding an 
isolated wetlands and bordered on three sided by other wetlands. 

This third alternative has become the proposed altema6ve. The only wetlands impact from this 
alternative is two or three road crossings of a stormwate.r drainage ditch. 

2.3 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

The No Action alternative would hamper the mission to provide munitions to the F/A-22 aircraft. The 
No Action alternative is unacceptable because it does not meet the criteria for providing the needed 
facilities. However1 the No Action alternative will be analyzed in the EA to serve as the baseline for 
comparison of the other altematives. 

3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

Tyndall AFB (main base) occupjes 29,000 acres in Bay County, Florida, on a narrow peninsula about 
18 miles long and one to three miles wide. The mean elevation of the base is about 25 feet above 
mean sea level. Several natural creeks drain Tyndall AFB and drainage ditches. There are 151 acres 
oflakes (including 11 fishponds), 18 miles ofbeach on the GulfofMexico, and 72 miles·ofbays and 
bayous surrounding the base on the south, west, and north. 

For the proposed action, the affected portion of Tyndall AFB would be an upland forested area 
suiToumling an isolated wetland and is surrounded by wetlands1 plus uplands that are presently either 
lawn or asphalt. The total disturbed area would total approximately 7Y2 acres. 

Expected routing for the runoff from the impervious areas is through shallow swales to the base's 
stormwater system. Thjs system will be used to meet the stormwater permitting requirements of the 
FDEP stonnwater regulations (F AC 62-25). 

The No Action altemative would not impact wetlands, or the 1 OO~year floodplain. No additional 
impervious surface would be constructed. The existing stormwater system would be used to continue 
to carry the stormwater off station. Since there would be no changes to the stormwater system, 
pennits would not be required. 
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3.1 AIR QUALITY 

Tyndall AFB is in the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 4, Air Quality Control 
Region 005, which encompasses the Florida panhandle and extends east to near Tallahassee, Florida. 
This region coincides with Florida State Region #6 and is based on prevailing air currents. 

The air quality standards to which proposed actions must adhere include federally enforced standards and 
rules of the FDEP. To protect and enhance the air quality of Florida, the FDEP has promulgated a non­
degradation policy and established air quality emission standards. 

Terrain and the prevailing meteorological conditions influence air quality. Air pollution is frequently 
associated with strong ground-based inversions. However, no specific air pollution problem has been 
identified in the area by FDEP. Ground-based inversions occur at Tyndall AFB practically every 
morning and normally break late in the morning due to surface heating. Many days during the winter, the 
inversion does not break up due to a deep layer of sea fog retarding the heating. At other times during the 
winter, a persistent low-level inversion may exist in the area for several days due to subsiding air in a 
stagnating high-pressure area. In addition to a damping effect of the inversion, wind speeds in these 
situations are light. 

The air quality at Tyndall AFB is good as noted by the fact that all air quality standards are met. The area 
is in attainment for National Ambient Air Quality Standard parameters, which are regulated by the FDEP. 
The regulated substances are: particulate matter larger than 10 microns (PM10), sulfur dioxide (S02), 

nitrogen dioxide (NOz), carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (03), and lead (Pb ). Although the ozone 
standards are being reduced significantly with respect to the 8-hour limit, the area, including Tyndall 
AFB area, is still expected to be in a compliance area for ozone. Contributions to air quality contaminant 
levels, from this addition to the Munitions Storage Area, would be very negligible. 

In Sep 99, the base submitted an application to FDEP to begin operating under a FESOP (Federally 
Enforceable State Operating Permit) as a "synthetic minor" source. Under this FESOP, the base limits 
emissions to below that of a major source. Thus, the base is not subject to a Title V operating permit. 
The FESOP was issued to the base in May 00. 

3.2 WATERQUALITY 

Runoff due to rainfall at Tyndall AFB is collected and conveyed via drainage ditches toward both the 
Gulf of Mexico and East Bay. Although there are several natural streams on the base, there are none in 
the immediate project area. The mild slopes of the area negate serious erosion, off-site sedimentation, or 
water quality impacts due to sediments. 

3.3 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Tyndall AFB is located in the Southern Evergreen Forest Region of the outer West Coastal Plain. This 
region is typified by the presence of longleaf pine and scrub oak forests. 

Part of the project site is paved with asphalt; the rest has a few trees, shrubs, and grass, and is surrounded 
by palustrine wetlands. 
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Due to the variety of habitats available within the boundaries of Tyndall AFB, faunal diversity is high. 
An analysis ofthe fauna of Tyndall AFB area was conducted by the US Department ofthe [nterior, Fish 
and Wildlife Service1 as part of a Natural ResoLLrces Inventory ofthe base (US Department of the Interior 
1988). The forested areas, the grasslands on the airfields, ponds, and shoreline provide a large variety of 
habitats. 

Contrary to the more natural areas of the base, the proposed site is adjacent to the developed portion of 
the Munitions Storage area. Tills site is poor habitat fur any fatmal species and few utilize the area. 

3.4 NOISE 

Noise may be defined as any undesirab1e sound, regardless of its origin. Noise intrusion into a quiet 
environment wouldJ in most cases, have greater impact than additional noise into an existing noisy 
environment The most commonly used noise measurement is the Day/Night Average Sound Level 
(!."(!"). The Lru, reflects the cumulative noise levels compiled over a 24-hour period and is weighted to 
account for the quieter background noise levels from 2200 ro 0700, with a tO-decibel penalty applied for 
that period. Noises occurring at night are recognized as being more likely to djsturb people than the same 
noise occurring during the day. The ~n noise levels are expressed by a means of contour lines centered 
on the principal noise source. In the case of Tyndall AFB, this area is the runway. Noise exposure 
contours are developed for use as a planning tool for both air operations personnel and those who plan the 
growth of conununities in the vicinity of the base. The numbers used in quantifying noise levels in the 
Lon analysis are associated with different degrees of impact. Generally, noise levels of 65 Ldn and higher 
have a more pronounced impact on noise-sensitive land uses, and are generally incompatible with mosl 
land uses; such as residential and recreational. 

Tbe major source of noise at Tyndall AFB is from the use of existing aircraft. The current F-15 mission 
at Tyndall generates an average of 79 sorties per day. A sortie is defined as a mission performed by a 
single plane. Each F-15 sortie has an Average Sottie Duration (ASD) of L27 hours. Current total flying 
hours eaGh day equal approximately 1 00 hours. 

Baseline analyses of noise levels at Tyndall AFB, conducted by the Air force Engineering and Setvices 
Center, Engineering and Services Laboratory at Tyndall AFB, show that noise levels of 65 ~n and higher 
are presently being generated by aircraft using the Tyndall runway and that the projected levels of aircraft 
operati.ons are expected to continue to produce noise levels of 65 Ldn and higher. 

The area proposed for the MSA facilities additions, including the alternative sites, is within the 70 - 75 
Ld11 noise contours. 

3.5 LA.I\JD USE AND TRANSPORTATION 

Land use refers to delineatjng areas of land based on human use and management of the land. A land use 
plan provides direction for development and improvement of an Air Force base where people can live 
and work in an efficient, aestJ1etically pleasing, and safe environment. This is accomplished through 
good planning principles, including, collocating similar and compatible types ofland use while separating 
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jncompatible land uses. Specific uses of land on Tyndall AFB have been designated in the General Plan 
for these categories: 

LAND USE DEFINITIONS 
Land Use Category Typical Facilities and Features 
Administrative Headquarters, civilian personnel, law center, 

security operations 
Aircraft Operations & Maintenance Base operations, control tower, fire station, 

aircraft maintenance hangars, shops, docks 
Airfield Airfield operations areas 
Airfield Pavements Rill1ways, taxiways, aprons 
CommWlity (Commercial) Commissary, exchange, club, dining hall, 

recreation center, gym, theater 
Community (Service) Post office, library, chapel, child care center, 

education center 
Housing (Accompanied) Family housing) temporary lodging facilities 
Housing (Unaccompanied) Dormitories, visitor housing 
Industrial Base engineering, maintenance shops, storage, 

warehousing, utilities 
Medica] Clinic, medical storage 
Open Space Conservation area, buffer space, undeveloped 

land 
Outdoor Recreation Outdoor courts and fields, swimming pool,. 

ranges, riding stables, golf course, shoreline 
Water Ponds, lakes, bayous 

The General Plan includes a general pattern of appropriately arranged land uses. North of Highway 98, 
from north to south are airfield,. aircraft operations and maintenance, and industrial land uses. South of 
Highway 98, from north to south, are administrative, community/ unaccompanied housing, and outdoor 
recreation land uses. 
The fttture long-range land use plan includes: 

• Limit land use north of Highway 98 and within the accident potential zones to airfield, aircra1t 
operations and maintenance7 industrial7 and outdoor training uses. 

• Maximize the use of land near the airfield apron for aircraft operations and maintenance. 
Relocate the Civil Engineer and Training Squadron complexes from this area. 

A major east-west thoroughfare, US Highway 98, traverses the base from the northwest to the southeast 
with limited access from the north across the Dupont Bridge. The bridge handles nearly 28,000 
automobiles per day (USAF, 1989). The 1989 edition of the Places Rated Almanac (Boyer and 
Savageau) gives several related facts. The Panama City metropolitan area shows a low 37.8-nrinute 
average commute for workers to and from places of employment As there is no public transportation 
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system, inhabitants must have access to an automobile or some means of private transportation. ln 
addition, a number of airlines offer flights from the Panama City airport. 

Little Ammo Road services the project area and traffic is extremely light. The heaviest concentrations of 
vehicles occur in the early morning) mid-day, and late afternoon hours consistent with the employees' 
arrival, lunch-hour, and departure from work. 

3.6 WETLANDS 

The proposed construction site is an uplands slash pine. replanted fiatwood, with palmetto, and gall berry 
under sto.ry. This uplands surrounds an isolated shrub/scrub palustrine wetlands dominated by slash pine, 
mulberry, and wax myrtle. The uplands are, in turn, surrounded by shrub/scrub and forested palustrine 
wetlands on three sides~ including a marsh and man-made pond. 

3. 7 EXPLOSlVE CLEAR ZONES 

The existing explosive clear zones including and sutTounding the existing Munitions Storage Area 
cover an area of about 400 acres. 

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

The environmental consequences of the proposed action are discussed in the following paragraphs. The 
discussion centers on the impacts that may result tram the constmction and operation of the new 
Munitions Storage Area. 

The No Action alternative would preserve the status quo. 

4.1 AIRQUALITY 

As indicated in Section 3. t, tb.e Tyndall AFB area is in attainment for National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard parameters. National Ambient Air Quality Standards would not be violated by the 
implementation of the proposed action. Temporary minor increases in exhaust emissions in the 
iml1lediate vicinity of the demolition and constntction equipment would occur. A slight decrease in 
air quality is also expected due to the dust from the earth moving and filling operations. However, 
these activities would be temporary in nature and would only occur during the construction and 
demolition periods. There would also be a slight increase of traffic and related air emissions due to 
the increased capacity for munitions personnel in the new facilities. Air quality in the area would not 
be significantly impacted. 

The No Action alternative would not bave any air quality impact. There would be no violation of lhe 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards. Any increases in exhaust emissions jn the immediate 
vicin.ily of the project•s proposed demolition and construction equipment would not occur . There 
would be no fugitive dust from earth moving and filling operations. There would be slight increased 
traffic from an increase in capacity for munitions personnel, but that increased capacity would be 
small. 
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4.2 WATERQUALITY 

The proposed action would be in an area that is adjacent to a current highly developed area, which has 
a sufficient stonn drainage system to handle the additional flow. Runoff from the additional 
impervious areas would be routed through shallow swales to ll1e base•s stonnwater system. This 
system would be used to meet the stonnwater permitting requirements of the FDEP stormwater 
regulations (FAC 62-25). 

The No Action alternative would have no water quality impact. The existing storm drainage system 
would continue to be used to handle the present rWioff. No pennits would be required to continue 
wjth the existing conditions. 

4.3 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

As stated in the discussion ofthe ex1sting floral and faunal environment of the project area, the urbanized 
character next to the project area greatly restricts the abundance and diversity of biolog1cal resources in 
the project area. lropacts to flora and fatma due to the proposed construction and demolition activities are 
expected to be insignificant. 

The No Action alternative would have no biological resource impact. The area of the proposed action 
would continue as before. The proposed action area would continue to be partiaUy asphalted with a 
landscaped lawn; approximately half would remain a scrubfshrub upland instead ofbeing transfonned to 
asphalt and landscaped lawn. 

4.4 NOISE 

The proposed action would result in a localized and temporary increase in noise levels due to 
constmctjon and demolition. Tllis noise is not expected to be sit,'llificant. The operation of the new 
Munitions Storage Area would be similar to the existing Munitions Storage Area. The combined 
activities would result in slightly more noise than at present. The new Munitions Storage Area would not 
significantly contribute to the noise levels ofthe area. 

Noise levels experienced by workers at the new Munit1ons Storage Area would be the same order of 
magnitude as at the ex.isting Munitions Storage Area. The facilities would be within the 70 - 75 ~n noise 
coo tow'S. 

Noise levels would not be changed by the No Action alternative. There would be no noise due to 
construction and demolition. 

4.5 LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION 

The proposed action would have no significant impacts on the general reg1on as far as land use or 
transportation. The localized area (Little Ammo Road) rnay experience some short term~ temporary 
adverse impacts such as delays, detours, etc. during construction and demolition activities. It would also 
have a long-term impact on the amount of traffic on the road, although this wou1d be small. There is no 
change in land use designations. 
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1l1e No Action alternative would not affect the land use or transportation in the area. There would be no 
short tenn, temporary adverse impacts such as delays, detours, etc. during construction and demolition 
activities. There would be no long-term increase in traffic on Little Ammo Road. There would also be 
no chan.ge in land use designations. 

4.6 WETLANDS 

Stom1water runoff would be the sole impact to wetlands by construction of the new facjtities both in the 
shm1 and long tem1. The wetlands would be insignificantly impacted in the short term by stormwater 
runoff fi·om construction activities. The wetlands would be insigni'ficantly impacted in the long term by 
stonnwater ru11off from the additional impervious surface created by the project. A joint FDEP/Corps of 
Engineers Dredge and Fill Permit application will be required tbr the road c.rossings of the wetlands 
stom1 ditches. This pem1it would cover the three road crossings; the road just west of the pond where it 
crosses the stom1 ditch and the ingress and egress roads for the Privately Owned Vehicle (POV) parking 
lot where they ctoss tne ston'D ditch. 

The No Action Altemative would continue to have the insigni.ficant impacts from stormwater runoff from 
existing impervious surfaces. 

4.7 EXPLOSIVE CLEAR ZONES 

Explosive clear zones will be expanded somewhat (about 55 acres) in the southern exposure of the 
Munitions Storage Area but that in and of itself does notl1ave any environmental effects. A reduction in 
the operating capabilities was sacrificed in 7026 to accommodate the added expansion. This reduction 
has no forecasted mission impact 

The No Action Alternative would continue to have the existing explosive cleat zones. 

4.8 CUMULA Tl VE EFFECTS 

Tyndal l AFB covers over 29,000 acres and less than l5 percenl of the installation has been developed. 
The 3,900 acres that have beeo developed consist of 1 ,000 acres of improved grounds, 2,250 acres of 
semi-improved grollnds and 650 acres under buildings, roads, parking, and airfield pavements. 
Cumulative effects only apply to items having any effects; therefore, cumulative effects wiil be 
addressed sol,ely under air quality, water quality, biological resources, noise, land use and 
transportation, wetlands. and explosive clear zones. 

Air quality has been, is and will be impacted by past construction, present activities and such 
proposed projects as the new runway extension. new parking aproo lor heavy aircraft, new Civil 
Engineering Complex, new Fitness Center, new Consolidated Wing Center. new Squad Operations 
Facility, an.d new First Air Force Complex. The Munitioos Storage Area addition and all the existing 
and proposed projects being considered do not and will not Increase emissions above the air quality 
standards. Therefore, the cumulative effects of all these actions are not considered significant. 
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Water quality has been, is, and will be impacted by past construction, present activities, and such 
proposed projects as the new runway extension, new parking apron for heavy aircraft, new Civil 
Engineering Complex, new Fitness Center, new Consolidated Wing Center, new Squad Operations 
Facility, and new First Air Force Complex. The Munitions Storage Area addition and all the existing 
and proposed projects being considered have increased the quantity of stonnwater runoff due to the 
addition of impervious surface, but have not significantly affected the quality ofstormwater runoff. 

Biological resources have been, are and will continue to be significantly impacted by past construction 
activities and the resultant removal ofless than 15 percent of habitat. However, this project increases 
the existing 3,900 acres of developed land by about 4 acres, an insignificant amount Proposed 
projects such as the new runway extension, new parking apron for heavy aircraft, new Civil 
Engineering Complex, new Fitness Center, new Consolidated Wing Center, new Squad Operations 
Facility, and new First Air Force Complex will similarly add to past impacts, but not cause any 
additional significant impact. 

Noise has been, is and will be impacted by aircraft operations as noted by the noise contours in the 
Environmental Impact Statement for "Conversion of Two F-15 Fighter Squadrons to F-22 Fighter 
Squadrons at Tyndall AFB, Florida." This project and such proposed projects as the new runway 
extension, new parking apron for heavy aircraft, new Civil Engineering Complex, new Fitness Center, 
new Consolidated Wing Center, new Squad Operations Facility, and new First Air Force Complex do 
not change any of these noise contours. Thus, aU these additional projects have no additional 
cumulative effects on noise. 

Land use and transportation has been, is and will be impacted by past construction, present activities 
and such proposed projects as the new runway extension, new parking apron for heavy aircraft, new 
Civil Engineering Complex, new Fitness Center, new Consolidated Wing Center, new Squad 
Operations Facility, and new First Air Force Complex. None of these projects change the land use 
categories of the area where construction occurs. Thus, all these additional projects have no 
additional cumulative effects on land use. Also, none of these projects significantly change the 
amount of traffic in the area; therefore, all these additional projects have no additional significant 
cumulative effects on transportation. 

Wetlands have been, are and will continue to be significantly impacted by past construction activities 
and ongoing activities. However, this project and proposed projects such as the new runway 
extension, new parking apron for heavy aircraft, new Civil Engineering Complex, new Fitness Center, 
new Consolidated Wing Center, new Squad Operations Facility, and new First Air Force Complex 
have no, or very minimal impact on wetlands; therefore, all these additional projects have no 
additional significant cumulative effects on wetlands. The only impacts from these projects would be 
road crossings of stonnwater ditches. 

Although explosive clear zones increase in the project area from about 405 to 460 acres in the 
southern exposure of the Munitions Storage Area, this increase has no environmental impacts. 

5.0 LIST OF PREP ARERS AND CONTRIBUTORS 

This EA was prepared by: 
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Contributors include: 

John Dingwall, P.E. 
Lead Engineer 
325 CES/CEV, Bldg 421 
119 Alabama Avenue, Tyndall AFB FL 32403-5014 
(850) 283-4393 DSN 523-4393 
FAX: (850) 283-3854 DSN 523-3854 

SMSgt Robert Cox, 83d Munitions Flight Chief 
Rockford Johnson, 3251

h Fighter Wing Weapons Safety Manager 
Bert Lent, Environmental Scientist, 325th Civil Engineer Squadron (CES), Environmental Flight 
Wes Smith, Community Planner, 325 CES, Engineering Flight 
Allison Swann-Davis, Environmental Engineer, 325 CBS, Environmental Flight 

6.0 LIST OF AGENClES AND OTHERS CONSULTED REGARDING PROPOSED ACTION 

The Environmental Assessment will be coordinated with the Environmental Protection Agency. 
Coordination with State of Florida environmental agencies, such as the Department of Environmental 
Protection, will be through U1e State Clearinghouse. All other interested persons will be notified through 
the Public Notice process. 

7.0 REFERENCES 

US Department ofthe Interior 1988. Natural Resources Inventory, Tyndall Air Force Base. Prepared by 
the U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and WildJjfe Service, Panama City Field Office, Panama City, 
FL, for Tyndall AFB. 

USAF, 1996. Historic Preservation Plan for Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida. 

USAF, 2000. General Plan, Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida 

8.0 ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

ACC Air Combat Command 

AETC Air Education and Training Command 

AFB Air Force Base 

AFCEE Air Force Center for Environmental Excellence 

AFI Air Force Instruction 

AFMAN Air Force Manual 
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AFR 

AFRL 

AFSC 

AJM 

ANG 

ASD 

Bldg 

CAF 

CEQ 

CES 

CFR 

co 

COE 

ODESB 

EA 

EIS 

EPA 

FAC 

FDEP 

FONSI 

FW 

FWS 

Air Force Reserve 

Air Force Research Laboratory 

Air Force Safety Center 

Air Intercept Missile 

Air National Guard 

Average Sortie Duration 

Bldg 

Combat Air Force 

President' s Council on Envrronmental Quality 

Civil Engineer Squadron 

Code ofFederal Regulations 

carbon monoxide 

Corps ofEngineers 

Department of Defense Explosive Safety Board 

Environmental Assessment 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Environmental Protection Agency 

degrees Fahrenheit 

Florida Administrative Code 

Florida Department of Environmental Protection 

Finding ofNo Significant Impact 

Fighter Wing 

Fighter Weapons Squadron, Fish and WiJdlife Service 
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GOV 

HQ 

IL 

MM 

mph 

MXS 

NEPA 

N02 

NPDES 

03 

Pb 

P.E. 

PM1o 

POV 

so2 

sow 

USAF 

WEG 

Government Owned Vehicle 

Headquarters 

Intraline 

Day/Night Average Sound Level 

millimeter 

miles per hour 

Maintenance Munitions Storage 

National Environmental Policy Act 

nitrogen dioxide 

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

ozone 

lead 

Professional Engineer 

particulate matter less than 10 microns 

P1i vately Owned Vehicle 

sulfur dioxide 

Special Operations Wing 

United States Air Force 

Weapons Evaluation Group 
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30ARD OF COUNTY 
COMMJSSIONERS 

Poor OffiCE Box 1 a ts 
>HAM,._ CITY, FLOillOA 32402 

COMMISSIONERS: 

)HN G. NEWBERRY. JR. 
DISTRICT ( 

GEORGE B. GAINER 
DISTRICTU 

CORNEL BROCK 
DISTRICT Ill 

JERRY L. GIRVIN 
D ISTRICT IV 

MICHAELJ. ROPA 
DrsmrCTV 

\MELA D. BRANGACCIO 
COUNTY MANAGER 

September 15, 2003 

Mr. John Dingwall 
Department of the Air Force 
325th Civil Engineer Squadron 
119 Alabama Avenue 
Tyndall AFB, FL 32403-5014 

Dear Mr. Dingwall: 

Based on my review of the facts and analysis in the Environmental 
Assessment for the Munitions Storage Area Addition, I concur that 
there is no significant environmental impact on Bay County. This 
finding is true of both the proposed action and the siting alternative. 

If you need any further information on this matter, please contact m 

Robe ~ a, Jr. 
Chief of Emergency Services 

RJM/ac 
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"Dedicated to Excellence .. . 

September 17. 2003 

John Dingwall 
Project Manager 
325th Civil Engineer Squadron 
119 Alabama Avenue 
Tyndall AFB Fl 32403-5014 

People Serving People" 

Re: Munitions Storage Area at Tyndall AFB, Draft Environmental Assessment 

Dear Mr. Dingwall 

This ts to advise that the City of Panama City Utilities Department has no comments regarding 
the Draft EnvironmentaJ Assessment for the Munitions Storage Area Addition at Tyndall Air 
Force Base, Florida dated September 2003. 

~~s·pepru~ly, 

ll!lliAWflso Ron Morgan 
Utilities Dir 

RM:ads 
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Gle~da E. Hood 
Secretafy of State 

DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOl..JRCES 

Mr. John Dingwall 
Departmen~ ofthe Air Force 
325'" Civil Engine.er SquadrO'n 
119 Alabama Av-enue 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida 32403-5014 

RE: OUR. Project File No. 2003-8306 
Received by DHR September I ~, 2003 ~ <9/f.4/C3 

Septemt>er 24. 2003 

Draft Environmental Assessment !or the Mw:titions Storage Area Addition 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Bay County 

Dear Mr. Dingwall: 

Our office received and reviewed the above referenced project in aecordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended and 36 CFR Part 800: Protection of Historic 
Properties .and the National Envfronmental Policy Act of [969, as amended. The State Historic 
Preservation Officer is to advise FederaJ agencies as they idet:ttify historic properties (listed or eligible for 
hsting, in the National Register of Historic Places), assess effects upon them, ~nd consider alternatives to 
avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

Based on the information provided, it is the opinion of .this office that the proposed project will hav~ no 
effect·on historic properties. 

If you have any questions concerning our comments, please eontact Scott Edwards, Historic 
Preservationist, by electronic mail sedwards@dos.statejl.us, or at 850-245-6333 or 800-847-727'8. 

Sincerely. 

J - .... 

Janet' stlyder Matthews, Ph.D .• Director, and 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

500 S. Bronougb Street • Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 • bttp:l/www.flheritage:com 

:J Director's Office 
245-6300 • FAX: 245-6435 

0 Arch;teologlcal Reseatth 
(850) 245-6444- • FAX: 245-6436 

It! Historic Preservation 
(850) 245-6333 • FAX: 245-6437 

Ll Historial M~eums 
(850) 245-6400 • .1' AX: 2~5-6433 

Ll Palm Beach R~onal 0ff;ce 
(561) 279-1475 • FAX: 279·1476 

Ll St. Augustine Regional Office Ll Tamp<~ Regional Office 
(904) 825-5045 • FAX: 825-5044 (813\ 272-3843 • FAX: 27'2-2340 
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Department of 

Environmental Protection 

jeb Bush 
c--nor 

\k David D\,:mino 
Dc:pliiY Base Clvill.nginocr 
Department of the Air force 
ns•h Chil Engineer Stjundron 
119 Abbnmu ,\\.:nue 

H;r,ory Stont'n-an Oou,t~r & ..d~ 
3900 COIJ'1tnO<lwtalth 8ouloV3rd 
T~~. Aonlh 32399·3000 

Septembe-r :!6, 2003 

Tyndall AI B. Florida ~2403-50 14 

RF: Dcpartmemof the Air Force r>rafl EnvirN\UlCillal t\sl)cll:.mt:nt and FON ·1 for Proposed 
\hmiuons Storag~ Faciliti..-s- T)lldall ir l·orce Bnse, B:ty <..ount~ flondn 
S.\1: Fl :WO.\(lQ I9J9t'OC 

l>e:rr lr. Oeotino: 

fhc n~..,,artntt:nt 11f Em rronment.u "Prot~·tion. Florida Co:~~al \1nnarc.:meot Progrum 
(F< ·~tP) has receh·cd th. ilOO\ e-rett.reHCI,:d Draft 1 (1\- lrt>Oilll:ntal ~!'>. ·~m.:nt cr A), The Ei\ 
Jes nb.:s the proposed cnnstructinn of new facihtii.'S tor munitiOns :.torJgl! :lud oper.uions at 
rynd • .tl A FR. 

TI1.; reh:renc-ed proJe<l i:-. :;uhjet:t to re\ ie\\ b~ Lhc St:ltt. of florida under U1c t \''13S!nl Zone 
\1ttrlunctm.-nt \cL lb U.S.C. 1451 - 1465 (CLMA I, and ils unplemaning ~ ~gul.!tiqn , 15 C..F.R. 
930, Subp.trt (', Pf<\posal· b) fcxleml ag~n(tcs h> tonduct ncu,illes that nllectan> land or water 
ur 1'-l!Ur:ll ro..-. urcc <>fth~: coa'\I.U 'one musl provide the u!TCl'l.:'d ~tate- with a l'onsi~lency 
11 \(tl mtmnion pn.:p:m:u in an:o1 dan c: \\ 1th IS C.f R. ~H0.3tl, nnt.l the d.1ta .md mformatinn 
~>l>Cciltcd Ill I) r.f .R- ~JtJ 39 (copy 1!11Cios..-d). \\ hich is OOC'CS~ (() .-.upputl lhe dct~nninatit>n 
·nil' Air Fore is further advbed thut s1ncc u couAistcncy deh:nniuution wnt-. not provided, the 
cunr.istcn(} uftlle pmje' t cannot he lkt~m1int.!J Jl th1 tune. nml that the J1fOJ'lCist'tl Ulilivity cwmm 
I:Olnnl~;nc~ until Flundn rccei\~:S .. tml reviews tl1c r«JUtrcd infomuuiou und provillcs it~ 
ccmtHrrcn~·c rcgunlm~ the coru istcncy ~)I the pNpo et.llh.lh •t). 

The 1!11f0rcc.Jble policu:·,. mdmk:d in the r { 'MI' nr..: locat~d w the twenty· throe chaptt:rs of 
the I loncl,, Stmutes, summ:niz~-d io the cndo:.ure. rtc.l.:le lltll~ thul the llat.s • .nll iuf<mnation 
re<JUlrt:J hy 15 C.F.R 9 HU. includ<:l' u.n evalUAtion of th\l pruJcct's contph.m~c with all 
.1pplk:~bh: cnhm:e.1l k JlOhcic-; To fuc!lu.uc rc\kw ofth~; P'"PI~~ ut IIYity. "~'II \\I ll b<: 
rtro\ II.J. .. .J (UilUI.'T S("J'ldrat\. 1.'0\'ct) \\ ith IIUr pr limin.U)· t.l•ntmcnl' 1J1 1'1..""!)1111 e tO the 1· hi 

idc.:ntifv :llllliti,>n.u •nlilnnatinn m.-oletl fi•r th~: c;Lat~, ·~ rc\i._,, dnd any i ~u~, 1•r co11..: .. -rns th •. t nMy 

.lllc:\:1 the proj~.o'C\. '> Cl•mph.m~;t. " ·ith the \llllbr.:c:thle polici~ ancluJeJ in tilt rC'MP. lbt: 

Final Environmental Assessment for the Munitions Storage Area 
25 



Mr. David H . Dentino 
September 26, 2003 
Page2 

infom1ation identified in the preliminary comments should also be addressed in the data and 
infonnation provided with the consistency detennination. 

Please forward the consistency detennination and the data and information necessary to 
support the statement of consistency to Ms. Lindy McDowell at the following address: 

Florida State Clearinghouse 
Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, MS 47 
Tallahassee, F lorida 32399-3000. 

If you require additional infonnation or assistance, p lease contact Ms. McDowell at (85i 
245-2163. Questions regarding this letter or the requirements for consistency review can also b 
directed to Ms. McDowell or Ms. Jasmin Raffington at the same number. 

Sincerely, 

~~. ore~ 
Sally B. Mann, Director 
Office of Intergovernmental Programs 

SBM/rk 

Enclosures 
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federal Register/Vel. 6:5, No. 237/Friday, Decem ber a, 2000 /Rules and Regulations 77159 

activities (e.g., by use of 
intergovernmental revi.e:w process 
estahllshed pursuqnt to E.O. 12372, 
review ofNEPA docum1;1nts, and the 
federal Register) and should notify 
Federal agend11s of unlisted Federal 
agency activities which Federal agencies 
have n9t subjected to a consistency 
review but which, i n the qpinir;m of the 
State agency, will have reaso.nably 
forese,eable coastal e'ffects and therefore, 
may require il Federal agency 
consistency determination. The 
provi'sions· in paragraphs (b) and (c) of 
this section are recommended rather 
than m9ndatory ptocedttFes for 
facilitating fe\l.eral-State coordinathm of 
Federal agency act)vit'ies w~ich affect 
any coastal use or r e-source State agency 
notification to the Federal agenty (by 
Hste!l or unlisted notification) is neither 
a substitute for nor does it eliminate 
Federal agency1:esponsibility to comply 
with the consistency requirement, and 
to provide Stale agencies with 
consistency determinations for all 
de¥eloyment projec~ in the coastal 
zone and for all other F.ederal agency 
acHv~ties which the Federal agency 
finds affect &nr. coastal use or resource, 
r E:gardless of whether the State. agency 
h as lis ted the activity or notified the 
Federal agency through case•by·case 
monitoring. 

(cl) Stote guidimee ond assistance to 
Federal agencies. As a pteliminary 
.matter, 11 decision that a Federal agency 
activity affects any coastal use or 
resource should lead to early 
oon'sultation with the State agency (i.e., 
before the required 90--day period). 
Federal agencies sbould obtain the 
vlaws and assistance of the State agency 
regarding the me<~ns fot d,etetmining 
that the proposed activity Wil1 be 
condv.ct.ed in a manner consistent to the 
maximu.m extent practicab1e with the 
enforceable poHcills of a management 
program. As part of its assistance efforts, 
~he St~te agency ·shall make available for 
public inspection copies of the 
manag&menl progfam document. Upon 
request by the F11deral agepcy, the. State 
agency shall identify any euforceable 
policies applicable to the proposed 
activity based upon the informatiop 
provided to the State agency at the time 
of the .request. 

§ 930 .. 35 Negative determinations for 
proposed activities. 

(a) If a F:ed•eral agency detemrinE)s that 
there will not be coastal effects, then the 
Federal agency shall provide the State 
agencies with a negative determination 
for a Federal agency activity: 

(1) Identified by a State agency on its 
list, as described in § 930.34(b), or 

through case-by·case monitoring of 
unHsted activltiesi or 

(2) Which is the same as oris similar 
to activ ities for which consistency 
determinations .have b!!en pre,PareQ. in 
the past; or 

(3) For whlcili the Federal ageney 
undertook a thorough consistency 
ass~ssment and developed initial 
findings on the coastal effects ofthe 
acti:vjty. 

(b) Content of a negative 
det.ermination. A .negative 
determination may be submitted to State 
agencies in any written form so long as 
it contaltfs a brief description of the 
activity, fhe activity's loc~tlon and the 
basis for the Federal agent':y's 
detllrmin_ation that the activity wi:Ilnot 
affect any coastal use or resource. In 
determining effects, ·Federal agencies 
s.hall follo:w § 9·30.33(a)(1), including an 
E)valuation of the relevant enforceable 
pol;cies of a man!lgement program and 
include the evalu.ation in tbe negative 
dete.rr:nination. The leyel of detail in the 
Fadera1 agBncy's analysis may vary 
depending on the scope and complexity 
of the activity and i.ssues raised by the 
State agency, but shall be sufficient for 
the State agency to evaluate wheU1er 
coastal effects are rea.sonably 
foresees ble. 

(c) A negative determination under 
.nai'agraph (a) of this section shan be 
prov.idea to the State agen9 at least 90 
days before final approval of the 
activity, unless bpth the ·Federal agency 
and the State agency agree to an 
al.ternative n.oti(ication schedule, A 
St~te agency is not obligated to respond to a' ne&ati17e determination. If a Stale 
agency .does not respond to a Federal 
ag~ncy's negative determination within 

.60 d,ays, State agency concv.TTEm.ce :w.fL'l) 
~the negativ~ determ)'flation sha.l}.be 
·presumed. State agency ·concurrence 
shall nofbe presumed in cases wher-e 
the State a,gency, within the 60·day 
period, requests an eoctension o£time to 
review the matter. Fede.ral agencies 
shall approve one request fo1' an 

, extension perio.d of 15 days·or less. If a 
State agency objects to a negative 
determination, assertiJ!&·that coastal 
effects are reasonably foreseeable, the 
Federal ag:~ncy shall consider 
submitting a consistency determination 
to the State agency or. otherwise attempt 
to resolve any disagreement w'ithjn th·e 
remainder of the 90-day period. If a 
Federal l\gency, in resp.onse. to_ a State . 
agency's objecthm to a negative 
determinE~tjon, agrees that coastal effects 
are;easonably foreseeable, the State 
agency an·dFederal agency sbould 
attempt to agree to complete the 
consistency review within the 90·dey 
pe:riod Ior1l1e negative determination or 
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con-sidenm alternat'ive schedule 
pursuan't to § 930.36(b)(J). Federal 
agancies- should consider p ostponing 
final Fadaral agency action, beyond the 
90-day period, until a disagteement has 
been re.soLved. State agencies are not 
required tQ provide public notice of tl1e 
receipt of a negative determination or 
the resolution of an objecti<in,to a 
negati:ve determinatior;1, unless a Federal 
agency submits a consistenGy 
deter-mination pursuant to§ 930.34. 

(d) In the event of a sel'i·ous 
disagreement between a Federal ageucy 
and a State agency regar-ding a 
determination related to whether a 
proPQsed activity atfects any coastal ~se 
(>"r r.esourc·e, either par~y may seek the 
Secretarial mediation or OCRM 
rnediati,o.n services provided for in 
subpart c. 
§930.36 Consistency determinations for 
proposed activities. 

(a) Federal agencieuhall review their 
pro.posed Federal agQncy acUviti.es 
which affect any coastal use or resource 
in order to develop consistency 
detetmina tions which indicate whether 
such activities will be un.dettaken in a 
m·anner ~onsistent to. the maximum 
extent praoticeble with the entor:ceable 
policie_s cif approved managt!ment 
program~. Federal agencies should 
con•sult with State agencies at an early 
stage In the development of the 
proposed activity ~n orcler to assess 
whelher suoh activ.ities will be 
~;onslstent to the moxi:rnum ~tent 
p~acticable \:'lith the enforceable policies 
ofsuch programs. 

(b) Timing of consistency 
determina~ions. (1) Federal agencies 
shall pt<,w.ide State agancie,s with a 
eonsisten.cy detetminatiQh at the earliest 
practicable time in the planning or 
rl)asse~smeat of the act~vity. A 
consistency c,leterminat1on should he . 
pre,pared following development of 
sufficient .information to reasonably 
determine the consist-ency of the acti vlty 
with the management program, but 
before the .Federell!gency reaches a 
significant point of declsionmaking in 
Hs review prooess, i.e .. while the 
Federal ageilcy has the al:)ility'to 'l'nodify 
the activity. The consistent)' 
determination· s4all be provided to State 
agencies at least 90 d·ays b~fora final 
approva) qf the Feder.al agency activily 
unless both the Federal agency alld the 
Stat~ agency agree tp an alternative 
notifi~ation schedule. 

(2) Federa l a nd State agencies may 
mutually agree upon procedures for 
extending the notification requirement 
beyond 90 days for activities requit ing 
a substantial r.eview petiod, and for 
shortening the notification period for 
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activities requiring a h~ss extensive ' 
rnview period, provided UU1l public 
parllc:ipation requiremerttt &.;e met. 

(c) Gtmttrol consistency 
detttrm}notlons. In cases where Federal 
ogonotes wilt be perfotmlng repeated 
activity other than a development 
project (tt.g., ongoing maJ.ntenance, 
wu te dlsposo.l) which cumulatively has 
an affect ~pon any coastal use or 
resource, the Federal t\gency may 
develop a general conststenqy 
tletermlnatlon, ther~by avoiding the 
nee44aity of lnuing separate cons1~tency 
d.atcmnlnatlons for ea.ch Incremental 
aoUon controlled by the maJor activity. 
A. Federal•gency may provide a. State 
agency w~th a goneral conelstency 
detilrmlnation Ollly in !lituatiotl$ whero 
the incremental act1on.s are repetitive 
and do not affect any coastal use or 
~esource when performed separately. A 
Federal agency end State agency may · 
mutually agree on a g-eneral consistency 
determination for de minimis activities 
(.see S930.33(a){3)) or any other 
ropelitivaacUvi\y or category of 
actlvlty(ies). If a PederaJ agency issues 
a general consistency determination, it 
shall thereafter periodically consult 
with the State agency to disi:u.ss thu 
manner in which the incremental 
actions are being undertaken. 

(d) Phased cotfslstency 
cletcrmlnatlons. In cases whel;'e the 
Federal agency has sufficient 
lnfor~tion to dstermlne the 
consistency of a proposed d evelopment 
project or othet actiVity hom planning 
to completlon, the Federa.l agency shall 
provide the State agency wtth one 
consistency dehttmination for the enUre 
activity or development project. In casH 
where federal decisions 'related to a 
proposed development project or other 
activity wHl be IT18.Cle in phases based 
Upon developing Information that was 
not ovatlahle at the tinH~ of tbe orlgfnal 
consistency determination, with each 
subsequent pha.se subject to Ped~l 
agency discretion to impltnnont 
aJtemaUve decisions based upon such 
infol'lllation (e.g .• planning, siting. and 
design decisions), a consistency 
determination will be required for each 
major dec:islon. In c:as~s of phased 
decblonmaklng, Federal agencies shall 
ensure that the development project or 
othor activity continue$ to be consistent 
to tha maximum extent practicable with 
the mane$ement p rogram. 

(e) Nat1onal or ~gfonal consistency 
d~terminations. (1) A Federal agency 
may provide States with consistency 
determinations for Fedetal agency 
activities that ftte national or regional in 
scope (e.g,, rulemak_ing, national plans), 
and that affect any coastal use o~: 
resource o.f more than one State. Manv 

States &hare common coastal 
management issuos and bavo similar 
cnforce:~ble policies, o,g.,. pro tecH on of a 
particular coastal resource. The FedtU'Sl 
agency's national or regiont\1 
consistency detemuna.tion shoU-ld, at 'a 
mlntmu.rn, addra$s ilia commor1 
d enominator ofthesa policies, i .e., the 
common coastal effects and 
management issues, and thereby address 
different States' policies with ona 
d~scu.,sion and d etormlnatlon. If a 
Federal agency decides not to use this 
A~ecUon, it m1,1st bsue consistency 
.determinations to cacb State agency 
pursuant to § 930.39, 

(2} Fc;deral agency activities with 
coas{al effects shall be •consistent to thtt 
maxlmurn extent practicable with the 
enforceable policies of each State's 
JDan11gement progtom. Thus, the Federal 
agency's nation~~:l or regional 
consistency determination shall contain 
sections that would apply to individual 
States to address coastal effects and 
enforceable palicies unique to pvticulat 
States, If common coastal effects and 
enforceable policies cannot be 
addressed undor parag1.'8.ph (e)(l). Early 
coordination with coastal State..o~ will 
enable the Federal agency to identify 
particular coastal management concerns 
and policies. In addition, the Federal 
agency could address the concerns of 
each affected State by providing for 
State conditions for the proposed 
activity. Further, the conslstency 
determination could identlfy the 
coordination efforts and describe bow 
the Federal agency responded to State 
agency concerns. 

§ 930.37 Con.lste.ncy determll'lallon5 and 
Natlonel Etlvlronrnen tal Polley Act (1-rePAJ 
r-equirem ents 

A Fede~l agency may use its NEPA 
documents as a vehicle for Its 

, Consistency determination or .negative 
, determination under this subpart. 
However, a Federal agency's federal 
·consistency obligations under the Act 
are Independent of those requlr$d under 
NEPA and are not necessarily tulfilled 
by the subm-ission of e NEP A document. 
If a Federal agency Includes lts 
consistency d etermination or nf)gative 
determination in-.NEPA document, the 
Federal agency shall ensure that the 
NEPA document includes the 
information a.nd adheres to the 
tlmeframes required by this subpart. 
Federal ageocle3 and State agencies 
should mutually agree on how to best 
coordinate the requi~ements of NEPA 
and ilie Act. 

Final Environmental Assessment for the Munitions Storage Area 

§·930.3!1> Consistency detormlnallons for 
ect!vltles 1nlttated pr'lor to management 
program approval. 

(II.) A consistency determlrtaUon is 
required for ongoing Federal agency 
activities other than development 
projects ifiltiated p rior to mimagem&nl 
program approval, which are governed 
by statutory authori ty u.odcar which the 
Federal ~ency retains discretion to 
reassess ar'd modify the nativity. In 
these ca$CS the consistency 
d.eterminatlon must be made by the 
Fedel'al agency at the earliest practicabl 
time following management program 
approval, and the State agency must be 
provided wltl1 a consistency 
determlnaUon no later tixan 120 days 
after management program apptoval fox 
ongoJng ac;:tivities which the State 
agency ltsts or identifies through 
n1onitoring as subject to consistency 
with the man~gement prclg~;am .. 

(b) A consistency d elerminabon is 
requil'.ed for major, phased federal 
developn1ent project decisions 
desctibed in§ 930.36(d) which are mnd 
following management program ' 
approval and are related to devolopmer 
projects1n1tiated prior to program 
a.eproval. Jn making these new 
decisions. Federal agencies shall 
copsider effects on any coast.al use or 
re$<)\lrce not fully evaluated at the 
outset of'the project. Thts provision 
shall not apply to phased federal 
decisions which were specl:ficaUy 
described, considered and approved 
.,rior to m·anagement program approval 
(e.g., in a final environm,antal impact 
statement issued pursuant to NEPA). 

§930.l~ Content of a conslmncy 
~tcnnlnldion. 

(a) The consistency dot~Jl'lllination 
shllll include .a brief statument 
l.ndica·UQg whether the proposed 
activity will be undertaken in a mannet 
consistent to the maximum extent 
practical?le with the enforceab!e policie 
of the management program. The 
statement must be ba~ed upon an 
evaluation of the relevant enforceable 
policies of the management program. A 
dcscriptioll ofthis evaluation shall be 
Included in the consistency 
determination, or provided to pxe State 
agency simultaneously with the 
consistency determination if the 
evaluation is contained ln another 
document. Whcare a Federal agency is 
aware, prior to its submission of its 
consistency determination, that its 
Activity is not fully consistent with a 
management program's enforceable 
policies, the Federal agency shall 
describe in lts consistency 
determinaUon the legal authority iliat 
'prohibits full consistency as requirud b: 
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§930.32(a)(2). Where the Federal agency §930.40 Multiple Federal agency 
is not aware of any inconsistency until partlelpaUon. 
after submission of it$ consistency Whenever more than one Federal 
detennination, the Federal agency shall agency is involved in a Federal agency 
submit its de'scripfion of the legal act,ivily or tts assoc'iated facUit.ies 
authority that pt~ohibfts full consistency affecting any·coastal use or resource, or 
to the State ·agency as soon as possible, is involved in a group of Federal agency 
or be[ore the ·end of the 90-day period activities related to each other because 
described in §930.36(b)(i). The of their geographic proximity, the 
consistency determination shall also Federal agehcies n:tay piepare one 
include a detailed descrlption of the consistency c;letermination for all the 
activ1~y, its associated facilities, and federal activities involved. In such 
'thelr coastal effects, and compJ;ehensive cases, Federal agencies should consider 
data and information sufficient.to joint preparation or lead ~gency 
support the Federal agency's . development of the consistency 
consistency statement. The .amoU:nt of determination. In eithet ca·se, the 
detall in the ev~luation of the consistency deteliJI)ination shall be 
enforceable policies, activity description transmitted to the State agency at least 
and supporting information shall be 90 days before final decisions are taken 
commensurate with the expected coastal by any of the participating agencies and 
effects of the activity, The Federal shall compl,y with tharequiTements of 
age,ncy may submit the necessary : § 930.39. 
itiformation in any manner it chooses so §930.41 State agency respon,~e. 
long as the requirements of this subpart (a) A State flgency shall inform the 
~tre satisfied, Federal agency of its concurrence with 

(b) Fed!!ral-agencies shall be guided or objection to the Federal agency's 
by the following. in making their consistency determination at the earliest 
consistency determinations. The activity practicable time, after providing for 
its effecw on any coas~al u~e or resource, public participation in th·e Stale 
associated fac1lities (e,g., p1'oposed agency's revfew of the consistency 
siting and 'construction of access. road, determination. The Federal agency may 
connecting pipeline, support buUdings, presume State agency concurrence if the 
·and the effects df the associated State .agency's ,te~ponse is not received 
facilities (e.g., erosion, wetlands, beach with!n 90 days from receipt of the 
access impacts), must all be consistent Federal agency's consistency 
to the maximum extent pULctlc;able with determination and supporting 
the enforceable policies of the information. The so-day review period 
management program. begins when the State ag,~ncy receives 

(c) 1n making their consistency the consistency detenn!nation and 
determinations, Feder·al agencies shall supporting infonnatlon required by 
ensure that their activities are consistent § 930.39(a).lf the information required 
to the maximum extent practicab1e with by § 930.39(a) is not includ11d with the 
the enforceable, -policies of the determination, the State age ncr· shall 
management program. However, Federal immediately notify the Federa agency 
agencies should give consideration to that the 60-day review period ba$ not 
management program provisions which begun, what inforn;~ation required by 
are in the nature of recommendations. § 930.39(a) is missing, and that the 60. 

{d) When Fedex:al agency standards day revi~w pe~iod will begin when the 
ate mofe restrictive than standards or ' missing jnformfationdis received bl the 
tequirements contained in th \ State agency. I a Fe eral agenc~ a~ 
management pr,agram, the Federal _ ' submitted a consistency deternunatton 
agency may continue to apply its stricter and information requireel by §,930.39(a), 
stal}dards. In such cases the Federal then the State agency shall not assert 

h 11 ~ th that ¢e 60-day review period has n ot 
agency s a iniorm e State agency in begun for faUure to submit information 
the conSistency determination o.f the 1

1 
that is in addition to that required by 

statutoty, regu atozy or other basis for § gao.sg(a). 
the application of the stricter stapdl!l'ds. (b) State agency concurrence shall not 

(e) State permit requ:irements. Federal be presumed in cases where the State 
law, other than the CZMA, may require agency, within the 60-day period, 
a ·Federalagenc,y to obtain a State requests an extension of time to revie'" 
permit. Even wh!'!n Federal agendes aro the matter. Federal agencies shall 
not required to ol;ltain State permits, approve one request fc:~r an extension 
Federa.l agencies shall still he consistent period of l5 days o.r less. In considering 
to the maximum extent practicable with wheth.er a longer or additional extension 
the enforceable policies that ate period is apptopriate, the Feder~ 
contained in such State permit programs agency should consider the magnitude 
that are part of a management pro ,gram. and comolexitv of the information 
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CQntalned in the consistency 
determ41a\ion. 

(c) Final Federal agency action shall 
not be taken sooner tha.n SO days from 
the receipt by the State agency of the 
consistency determination unless the 
State concurs or concurrence is· 
presumed, pUISuant to parajraphs (a) 
and (b), w1;th the activity, or unless both 
the Federal agency and the State agency 
11gree to an alternativ&period. 

(d) Time limits on concurrences. A 
State agency cannot unila~erally place 
an expiration date on ita concurrence. If 
a State agency believes that an 
expiration date is necessary, State and 
Federal agencies may agree to a time 
limit. If there. is no agreement, later 
phases of, or modifications to, the 
activity that will have effects not 
evaluated at the time of the original 
consistency determination will require 
either a new conslste,llcy cletennination, 
a supplemental censistency 
determination under § 930.46, or a 
phased review under§ 930.36(d) of this 
su_bpart. • 

(e) State processing fees. The Act does 
not require Federal agencies to pay State 
processing fees. Stale agencies shall not 
a.ssess a .Federal agency with a fee to 
process the Federal agency's 
consistency .deteuninatiQn unless 
payment of such fees is requir~d by 
other federal law or otherwise agreed to 
by the Federal agency and allowed by. 
the Comptroller General of th!i United 
States.ln no case may a Sia:te agency 
stay the consistenoyTeview period or 
base Its objection on the failure of e 
Federal agency to pay a fee. 

§93U2 Public parttclpa!lon, 

• (a} Map:a:gement programs shall 
JllOVide f6r public participation in the. 
State ag.ency's review of consutency 
determinations. Public participation, at 
a mini}l),um, shall consist of public 
notice fot the ll.rea(s) of the coastal zone 
likely to be. affected by the activity, as 
determined by the State ag~tncy. 

(b) 7'iming o[ public notice. States 
shall provide t1mely public_ notice after 
the c;onsistency determinaUon has been 
received by the State agency, except in 
cases where earlier public notice on the 
consistency determination by th~. 
Federal agency or the State agency 
meets the requiremen ts of this .section. 
A public comment period shal_l be 
provided by the State sufficient to give 
the public en opportunity to develop 
and provide ·comments on whether the 
project is consistent with ina.nagement 
program enforceable policies and still 
allow the State agencx to issue its 
concurrence or objection within the 60 
day State response period. 
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-v. _Florida Coastal Management Program 
Statutory Authorities 

The following proyides a brief summary of the chapters of the Florida Statutes which are 
included in the FCMP ·as enforceable policy and the primary sections of the Florida Administrative 
Code (F.A.C,) that implement the FCMP statutes .. (See Appendices A' and B ofthe fCMP Reference 
Book.) The enforceable policies contained in the FCMP, the statutes, and the implementing 
regulations included in the program are used by the state to evaluate the consisten¢y of federal 
activities to ensure compliance with the requirements of the FCMP. Although this document 
provides an overview of the key issues covered by each chapter of the Florida Statutes included in 
the FCMP, federal agencies and applicants for fede~al assistance are advised to contact the FCMP 
member agency charged with the implementation of the Florida Statutes identified herein to clarify 
the applicability of individual FCMP policies to specific projects . 

.L .Chanter 1.61 - Beach and Shore Preservation 

Chapter 161, F.S., authorizes the Bureau ofBeacnes and Coastal Systems within the DEP 
to regulate construc!ion on or seaward of the state's beaches. The enforceable policies contained in 
Chapter 161 are implem.ented by the regulations contained in Chapters 62B-26, 62B-33, and 62B·41, 
l".A.C. The regulatory programs authorized by Chapter 161, F.S., are .as follows: the coastal 
construction permit program, the coastal construction control line permit program, and the coastal 
zone protection pro yam. 

The coastal construction permit program regulates construction activities located seaward 
of the mean high water line and which also have the potential to impact the natural shoreline 
processes. The coastal construction penult program is used by the DEP to regulate any construction. 
reconstruction, change of existing structures, and construction or physical activity specifically 
undertak.e,n to protect the shoreline: 

The coastal construction control line permit program is used by the state to identify the 
portion of the beach/dune system that is subject to significant fluctuations caused by wind and wave 
forces. The area subject to sigomcantfluctuations is delineated by the ''coastal construction control 
line" (CCCL) established by the PEP. Construction activities which occUl' seaward of the CCCL 
are reqllired by Chapter 161, F .8., to comply •.vitb special siting and structural design requirements , 
which ensure the protection of beach/dune systems, public safety and minimizes the potential for 
property damage. The CCCL siting and design considerations are applied to all habitable or 
commercial :;truc~res and the adjacent property which will be located seaward of the CCCL. The 
CCCL program also prohlbits construction in areas seaward oftbe 30 year seasonal high water line, 
although exceptions may be granted for ·single family dwellings under certain circumstances. The 
CCCL program also en~w.,ag~_the construction of flexible coastal and shore protection structures 
as an alternative to the construction of rigid shore protection structures. 
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--... - -.-·- - - -·--

to provide the_D~ with its re<:ommendation regarding the proJect's compliance with the provisions 
of its comprehensive plan which implement the enforceable policies contained in Chapter 163, Part 
II, F.S., and Chapter 9J-5, F.A.C. 

~ Chapter 186 --State andRe&ionalPJannine 

Chapter 186, F.S" details the state-level planning requirements. Among other things. it 
designates the Governor as the chief planning officer of the state, directs the Office ofPlanning and 
Budgeting (OPB) to prepare and update a State Comprehensive Plan, and requires state agencies to 
prepare agency strategic plans. Chapter 186 also requires the development of special statewide plans 
governing water use, land development, and transportation. 

The State Comprehensive Plan, the highest level planning docl,l.tnent within the state of 
Florida, is authorlted by Chapter 186, F.S., andcodifiedin Chapter i 87, F.S. Although Chapter 187, 
F.S., is not included among the 23 Florida Statut~ which comprise the FCMP, the St* 
Comprehensive Plan (SCP) guides the development of state and local p1ans, programs and policies 
included in the FCMP. The SCP, which includes twenty-six goals and more than 325 policies, was 
adopted by the Legislature to provide state, regional, and local governments and agencies with long­
range guidance on the development and implementation of their respective p1ans, ptograrns, and 
services. The SCP includes policy guidance which addresses the protection of the state resources 
and which ensure the continued physical, social, and economic growth of the state. The Executive 
Office of the Governor (EOG) coordinates the review of the SCl' biennially and, ifneeded, submits 
revision recommendations to the Legislature. 

In some policy areas, special purpose plans are developed by the state to provide its 
govenunental entities with guidance beyond that provided in the SCP. The speciaf plans, referred 
to as translational plans1 distill the broad goals and policies .ofthe SCP in:to more tangible goals 
related to specific issues. The translational plans are not included ip the FCMP but are as follows: 

• The State Land Development Plan (SLDP), required by Chapter 380, F.S. Prepared by 
the Department of Cox:nrQunity Affairs. 

• The Florida Water Plan (FWP), required by Chapter 373, F.S. Prepared by the 
Departmertt of Environmental Protection in consultation with the water managemclll 

. districts.. 
• The Florida Transportation Plan (FTP), required by Chapter 339, F.S. Prepared by r.he 

Department of Transportation . 

. · ~tate a~e~~ies a:r: requi.red by Chapter 186 F.s ... to prep~e agency s~rate?i~ plan~(~~;. 
to establish pnonhes which gutde each agency's staffm the achtevement of~ts mtSS10~ :i~~· ~ 
con:ext provided by the SCP and the statutory mandates and authorizations proVl~tfiaft\~ 
Legtslature. The ASPs themselves are not a part of the FCMP. The ASPs are developed · · 
year outlook and .Provide the strategic framework within which the agency's 
requesr and the agency Strategic Information Resources Management Plan axc .. 4~~R~~· 
inlplemented. The ASPs address sfrategio issues that are critical to the 
strategic long-range goals, intermediate strategic objectives> and strategies t~ · 
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request t9 use-state-lands wiU be approved. Individual projects may comply with all applicabt~law 
but the Trustees may detennine that the proposed use of state lands does not serve the interests ( 
the general. public. Therefore, as the owner of sovereign lands, state lands authorization may t 
denied by the Trustees. · 

To ensure that federal consistency concurrence or agreement, or a state p~nnit isllotprovide 
for a project before the Trustees approve the use of state lands) the request for state lands approvt 
is concurrently processed with the state environmental resource pennit (BRP). When this occur: 
the ERP is renamed the joint coastal permit (JCP). As previously noted. a JCP is also issued whe 
a project requires an ERP and a Coastal Construction Control Line (CCCL) approval or ccc: 
waiver. 

6. Chapters 253, 259, 260, and 375 --Land Acquisition 

Chapters 253, 259, 290 and 375, F.S., authorize the Governor and Cabin.et, acting as th 
Board ofTrustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund, to acquire lands and hold them in tru! 
for the benefit of the citizens of the state. Although each chapter addresses the state acquisition ant 
use of state owned land, each focuses on a particular type of land and provides different criteria fo 
use in the acquisition and management of the acquired lands. -

Chapter 253 authorizes the acquisition of land in order to: 

• conserve and protect environmentally endangered lands; 
• protect natural areas needed for water quality and quantity, or fish and wildlife habita 

protection; 
• provide state parks1 recreation areas, public beaches, state forests, wilderness areas o; 

wildlife management areas; 
• restore altered ecosystems; or 
• preserve significant archeological and historical sites. 

Chaptel" 259 authorizes acqulsition of environmentally endangered lailds and outdooJ 
recreation lands. These include lands, water areas, and related resources which conserve and protec; 
Henvirorunentally unlque and irreplaceable lands as valued e9ological resources of the state." 

Chapter 260 authorizes the acquisition of land to create a recreational trails system and tc 
facilitate the management of the system. It also authorizes the administration of the Florida Rails-to· 
Trials program and the acquisition of abandoned railroad right-of-way for public recreational trail 
use. 

Chapter 3 75 authorizes the acquisition of lands, water areas and related resources for the 
purpose of outdoor recreation and conservation. 
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Chapter 28.8, F.S., also addresses the use of military bases after they have been closed by the 
federal government. It directs the state to evaluate the property and designate it for use after 
considering environmental, economic, and growth management concerns. 

~ Chapters 334 and 339 --Transportation j\dminl:itration and Finance 

Chapters 334 and 339, F. S., authorize the Department of Transportation (DOT) and local 
governments to plan and develop a balanced, safe, and efficient transportation system for the benefit 
of the state. While overall responsibility for the system rests with the DOT, local planning bodies 
established as metropolitan plari.ning organizations {MPOs) initiate and coordinate transportation 
improvement programs and transportation-related air, noise, and water quality planning within 
urbanized areas. Chapter339, P.S., authorizes the development of the Florida Transportation Plan, 
updated annually, which addresses several issues including: 

• The current and future needs of the state transportation system; 
~ The transportation needs of metropolitan areas; 
• The state's recreational travel needs of residents and tourists; 
• The need for connections between Florida's cities and cities in other states; 
• The social, economic, energy. and environmental effects of transportation decisions on 

the community and the region. 

The Florida Transportation Plan itself is not a part of the FCMP. 

11. Cbapter370 Saltwater Fisheries 

The former Marine Fisheries Commission (MFC), now the Fish and WJ.ldlife Conservation 
Commission (FWCC), is charged by Chapter 370, F.S., with the administration, supervision, 
development, and conservation of the marine fishery resources of the state. The.FWCC was created 
by adoption of Constitutional Revision No. 5, which merged the MFC and the Game and Fresh 
Water fjsh Commlssion (OFWFC). £ffective July I, 1999, the FWCC is assigned all functions 
previously perfonned by the MFC aad the GFWFC, as well as the management, research and 
enforcement needed to protect the state's fish and wildlife resources. Therefore, on July J, 1999 
certain functions currently perfot'Ined by theDEP will be transferred to the FWCC. 

The FWCC is constitutidnally created and its members are appointed by the governor. The 
FWCC is charged with the protection of marine fishery resources in state waters, the protection of 
threatened and endangered marine species, the development of regulations governing tlletaldng and 
use of the state's recreational and commercial marine fishery resources including the development 
of gear specifications, the setting of commercial and recreational bag and size limits, the opening and 
closure of fisheries, the establishment of seasons, the establislunent of special measures relating to 
taking or use of egg-bearing females. and all other management, research and enforcement efforts 
needed to protect marine species. · 

Although action by the Florida Legislature is required to c1arify the implementation of 
Constitutional Revision No. S; the amendment has apparen1ly limited the DEP's role with regard to 
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If a project ]lvolves the management and storage of surface warm. which includes the 
construction, alteration, operation, or abandonment of any dam, impoundment, or reservoir, it must 
meet certain standards. Though these standards ~e unique to each WMD, general evaluation factors 
direct that the project must not: 

• Adversely affect natural resources, fish, and wildlife; 
• Alter the rate of flow of a watercourse by more than teo percent; 
• Cause groundwater levels to be lowered below sea level; 
• Cause change in groundwater or lake levels that would adversely affect water resources; 
• Cause violations of the minimum flows and levels established by the district; 
• Significantly induce salt water or pollution encroachment; 
• Endanger downstream property during floods; 
• Cause adverse effects to lake stages or vegetation on land; and 
• Affect the water quality of the receiving body. 

If a project involves the use of any artificial recharge facility or the use. construction, repair, 
or abandonment of a water well, it will be examined for consistency based on the water resource 
policies and objectives of the applicable water management district Similarly, if a project utilizes 
a "work of the district" (which simply defined is a structure, well, or water course adopted by the 
governing board of a district), certain criteria must be met. The best way to ensure compliance with 
the policies of the WMDs is to contact WMD staff personally. 

~ Chanter 376- Pollutant Discharee Prevention and Removal 

Chapter 376, F.S., administered by the DEP's Division ofLaw Enforcement, regulates the 
storage and transportation of pollutants and the cleanup of pollutant discharges. It provides guidance 
as to what is considered a pollutant and what constitutes a discharge. Chapter 376, F.S., requires 
facilities tbat handle pollutants, also known as terminal facilldes, to go undergo an 8.lll1Ual 

certification process administered by the Divlsion of Law Enforcement, during which the facility 
demonstrates its ability to prevent, control, and abate pollutant discharges. 

~ Chapter 371- Energy Resources 

Chapter 377, F.S., authorize's the DEP's Division of Resource Management to regulate all 
phases of exploration, drilling, and production of oil, gas, and other petrolewn products. The 
corresponding implementing rules are found in Chapters 62C-25 through 62C-30, F.A.C. The statute 
and rules specify driJiing methods, criteria for production and geophysical operations designed to 
prevent pollution discharges, damage to adjacent property, the waste of energy resources, and the 
alteration of water sheet flow. The cementing and casing of wells, the plugging and abandonment 
of wells, the authorization to transport oil or gas, the approval of pipelines, and several related 
measures are also addressed. 
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ACSCs have lieen established in the Florida Keys and the City of Key West, the Green 
Swamp, the Big Cypress Swamp. and the City of Apalachicola (Apalachicola Bay). ln addition, 
resource planning and management committees with completed and approved resource management 
plans have been established for the Suwannee River, Charlotte Harbor, Hutchinson Island, the 
Northwest Florida Coas~ the Escambia and Santa Rosa Counties coastal area, the lower Kissimmee 
River, and the East Everglades. 

Tho coastal infrastructure policy contained in Chapter 380, Part II, F.S., parallels the 
federal Coastal Barriers Resources Act with respect to the prohibition of funding in coastal high 
hazard areas. It prohibits the construction of bridges or causeways to coastal banier islands which 
were not accessible by bridge or causeway as of 1985. Jt also prohibits the use of state funds for 
planning, designing, or constructing new infrastructure or increasing the capacity of ex.isting 
infrastructure in coastal areas unless it is in compliance with the local government's approved coastal 
management element. 

The projects of interest are those invoJ ving the construction or expansion of infrastructure 
such as roads and bridges. sewage treatment facilitiC3, potable water facilities, utilities, and shoreline 
stabilization structures. Generally, ]>!Ojects which serve the common needs of the population are 
considered infrastructure . 

.11:. Chapter 381.001 • • 0011. .0012 • . 006 •• 0061. .0065 • . 0066 •. 0067 - Public Health, 
· General ProyJsjons 

Chapter 3 81, F.S., authorizes the Departmc:nt of Health to regulate on-site sewage treatment 
and disposal systems (OSTDS) in the state. The statute establishes legislative intent that on-sjte 
sewage treatment and disposal systems be permitted under the conditions described in the statute and 
in the implementing rules, provided a publicly owned or investor owned sewage system is not 
available and provided the installation and use of the on-site sewage treatment and disposal system 
does not adversely affect public health or significantly degrade groundwater or surface waters. 

-
The applicable sections of Chapter 381 authorize the Department of Health to adopt 

implementing I;'Uios, review permit applications, conduct site evaluations and inspections, issue 
permits, and investigate complaints associated with the construction, maintenance, modification, and 
repair of OSTDS. ' 

~ CbapterJ88- Mosquito Control 

Chapter 388, F.S., establishes a cooperative effort to control mosquitos and arthropods 
between the Dep3rtment of Agriculture and Consumer Services (DACS), local governments, and 
individuals. The Bureau ofEntomology and Pest Control ofDACS is responsible for implementing 
the provisions in Chapter 388, F.S .• and for regulating individuals and entities engaged in arthropod 
control. The Bureau a.lso develops procedures and guidelines that provide a state\\ide 
comprehensive approach to the control of insects that pose a threat to the health or well being of the 
public. 
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Statute: 
Chapter 161 
Beach and Sflore 
Preservation 

Cb.~pter 163, Part ll 
Growtl1 Pollr:y; County 
tlnd Municipal 
P/a/1/Jlng; Lrr11d 
Developmfml 
Regulation 
Chapter 186 
State and Regional 
Pla1111ing 

Chapter l 52 
Emergency 
J'-lanagement 

Chapter253 
Stnte Lllnds 

Chapfer258 
Sfote Par/a and 
Preserves 
Chapterl59 
Land Acqulsitio11 for 
Conservation or 
recreation 
Chapterl60 
Recreational Trails 
Syslem 
Cbapter267 
Historical Resources 

Chapter288 
Commercial . 
Development and 
Copllallmprovi!ITienls 
Chapter 334 
Transportation 
Administration 
Cbapter339 
Transportation 
Finance and Planning 

Ftorida Coastal Management Plan 
- - Proposed Action Check List - ~ . : ·: · _ - ' · .. 

Corulstency Scope 
Not applicable to proposed activities. Authorizes the Bureau of Beaches and 

Coastal Systems within the Department of 
Environmental Protection to regulate the 
construction on or seaward of the state's 
beaches. 

Not applicable to proposed activfties. Requires local governments to prepare, adopt, 
and implement comprehensive plans that 
encourage the most appropriate use of lanp 
and natural resources in a manner consistent 
with the public Interest. 

Not applicable lo pro~osed activities. Details tlte state-level planning requirements. 
Requires the development of special 
statewide plans governing water use, land 
development, and transportation. 

Not applicable to proposed activities. Provides for the planning and implementation 
ofthe state • s response to natural and 
manmade disasters, efforts to recover form 
natural and manmade disasters, and the 
mitigation of natural and manmade disasters. 

-·- - -- - - . 
Based on the EA: • - analysis, the propose~ action will Addresses the state's administration of public 
ha.ve no effect on sovereign submerg~d lands. ; · ... ' t lands and property of this state and proVides 

':·· "will be placed in water depths of SO· to 60 direction regarding the acquisition, disposal 
feet. Concrete anchors'" will be used to secure the ~ · - and management of all state lands. ,. - "'-. The maximum size of the concrete anchor is 30 x 
30 x 30 inches. The total maximum bottom area impacted 
is 6.25 square feet at each location. The placement of the 
shallow water ; - ' ' quattfies for a Consent of Use 
determination uncter section 273.77. 
Not applicable to proposed activities. Addresses the administration and 

- mll!lagement of state parks and preserves. 

Not applicable to proposed activities. Authorizes acqulsirion of environmentally 
endangered lands and outdoor recreation 
lands. 

Not applicable to proposed activities. Authorizes the acquisition of land to create a 
recreational tra.ils system and to facilitate the 
management oftnesystem. 

Not applicable to proposed activities Addresses the management and preservation 
of the state's archaeological and historical 
resources. 

Not applicable to proposed activities. Provides the framework for promoting and 
developing the general busiJiess, tt:ade, and 
tourism components of the state economy. 

Not applicable to proposed activities. Addresses the state' s policy concerning 
transportation administration. 

Not applicable to proposed activities. Addresses the finance and planning needs of 
the state's transportation system. 
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Chapter370 Based on the .EA. _. - · 1nalysis, the proposed action will Ad9resses the management and protection of 
Saliwater Fisheries have no impact on the state's marine fishery resources. Ute State's saltwater fisheries. 

- r-'fhe proposed action will have no effect on threatened or 
- <mdangered species, will not destroy or adversely modify -

any critical habitat in accor{fance with the Endangered 
Specie.s Act, and will not destroy or modify Essential. Fish 
ha..bita.ts in accordance with the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act 

Chapter372 Not applicable to proposed acfivities. Addresses the management of the wildlife 
Wildlife resaurces of the l!tate. 
Chapter373 Based on the EA: .. . ': analysis, the proposed action will Addresses the. state's policy concerning water 
Water Resimrces have no impact on the water resources of the state. resources. 

Placement c. .. · ,_ 
• :r O. '.• r .. ~ . -; ,, i ":·., .. :.~ •NiH . .. 

temporarily cause small amounts ofturbidhy that will 
dissipate quickly and Will have no effect on coastal 
resources. The placement of the shaUow water ;4 ... ~ . 
r:. ;. ' qualifies. for a permit exemption under section 
373.4145. 

Chapter 375 Not applicable to proposed activities. Develops a comprehensive multipurpose 
Mrrltlpurpose Outdoor outdoor · recreation plan to doclim!!nt 
Recreation; und recreational supply and demand, describe 
Acquisition, current recreational opportunities, .estimate 
Management, and the need for additional recreational 
Comervalion opportunities, and propose the. means to meet 

the identified needs. 

Chapter376 Not applicable toproposed activities Regulates the transfer, storage, and 
Pollutant Discharge transportation of pollutants, .and the cleanup 
Preventum and of pollutant discharges. 
Removal 
Chaj!ter 377 Not applicable to proposed activities. Addresses the regulati.on, planning and 
Energy Resources development ofthe energy.resources of the 

state. 

Cbapter380 Not applicable to proposed activities. Establishes land and water management 
Land and Water policies to guide and coordinate local 
Management decisions relating to growth and development. 

Chapter381 Not applicable to propos~:d activities. Establishes public policy concerning the 
Public Healtll, General - state's public health system. 
.Proi!lslons 
Cbapter388 Not applicable to proposed activities. Addresses the mosquito control effort in the 

. Mosquito Control state. · 
' 

C~apter403 Not applicable to propesed activities. Establishes public policy concemil'lg 
En.vironmeutal Control environmental control in the state. 

Chapter 582 Not applicable to proposed activities. Provides for the control and prevention of soil 
SoU a11d Water eros Lon. ' 
Conservation 
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Mr. David H. Dentino 
Deputy Base Civil Engineer 
125th Civil E ngineer Squadron 
l l9i\labama Ave 
Tyndall AFB FL 32403-5014 

Ms. Lindy McDowell 
Florida State Clearinghouse 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR EDUCATION ANO TRAINING COMMAND 

Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, MS 47 
Tallahassee FL 32399-3000 

S€P 2 9 2tm 

RE: Department of the Air Force - Draft Enviroll11lental Assessment and FONSI for Propose 
Munitions Storage Facilities - Tyndall Air Force Base, Bay County, Florida 
SAl: FL200309193960C 

Dear Ms. McDowell 

Tyndall AFB has conducted a consistency determination for Proposed Munitions Sto.J 
Facilities in accordance with the Coastal Zone Management Act, 16USC 1451-1465 and its 
implementing regulation, 15 CFR 930, Subpart C, as indicated on the attached Florida Coast; 
Management Plan Proposed Action Check List. The base has found the project to be consist1 
with these regulations. 

If you need any further assistance, please contact Mr. John Dingwall at (850) 283-43~ 

Attachment: 
Florida Coastal Management Plan Proposed 

Adion rhMk List 

Sincerely 

~0 
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Florida Coastal Management Plan 
Proposed Action Check List 

Statute Consistency 
Chapter 161, Beach and Shore Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Preservation Project is not on beach or shore. 
Chapter 163, Growth Policy; County and Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Municipal Planning; Land Development Project is in conformance with published 
Regulation Base Master Plan. 
Chapter 186, State and Regional Planning Not applicable to proposed activities. 

Project is in conformance with published 
Base Master Plan. 

Chapter 252, Emergency Management Not applicable to prop·osed activities. 
Chapter 253, State Lands Not applicable to proposed activities. 

Project is on federal lands. 
Chapter 258, State Parks and Preserves. Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Chapter 259, Land Acquisition for Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Conservation or Recreation 
Chapter 260, Recreational Trails Systems Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Chapter 267, Historical Resources Not applicable to proposed activities. 

Project is in low probability area. 
Chapter 288, Commercial Development Not applicable to proposed activities. 
and Capital Improvements 
Chapter 334, Transportation Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Administration 
Chapter 339, Transportation Finance and Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Planning 
Chapter 370, Saltwater Fisheries Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Chapter 372, Wildlife Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Chapter 373, Water Resources Handling of storm water runoff will be 

permitted by FDEP and wetlands were 
delineated by FDEP and USCOE. Project 
was sited outside wetlands. 

Chapter 375, Multipurpose Outdoor Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Recreation; Land Acquisition, 
Management and Conservation 
Chapter 376, Pollutant Discharge Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Prevention and Removal 
Chapter 377, Energy resources Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Chapter 380, Land and Water Management Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Chapter 381, Public Health, General Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Provisions 
Chapter 388, Mosquito Control Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Chapter 403, Environmental Control Not applicable to proposed activities. 
Chapter 582, Soil and Water Conservation Not applicable to proposed activities. 
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UNlTED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 4 

Mr. John Dingwall, USAF 
NEP A Section 
325lh Civil Engineer Squadron 
119 Alabama Avenue. 

ATLANTA F~DERAL CENTER 
61 FORSYTH STRE~ 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303·8960 

SEP 3 0 2003 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida 32403-5014 

ATIN: Mr. John Dingwall 

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Munitions Storage Area Addition 
at Tyndall Air Force Base, F1orida 

Dear Mr. Dingwall: 

Pursuant to Secth;m 309 of the Clean Air Act, EPA Region 4 has reviewed the subject document 
which discusses the consequences of constructing and operating a modernized, centralized 
additions to the Munitions Storage Area at Tyndall Air Force Base (AFB}, Florida. The 
proposed project, consisting of the construction of seven new buildings and one addition to a 
building, will add approxitnl!,tely 18,385 squ~. feet of munitions storage and operation areas to 
the existing Munitions Storage Area. An access road will be built off of Little Ammo Road for 
ingress and egress to the site. Three new parking lots are included in this phased project. 

The ' 'No-Action Alternative" was the only alternative to the proposed action considered in this 
environmental assessment and served as the benchmark to which the proposed action was 
compared. If this alternative was chosen, Tyndall AFB would continue to operate at partial 
capacity through short-term measures that are very manpower intensive, .less productive, degrad€ 
pilot training, and reduce safety and mission effectiveness. 

Careful review of the draft EA and followup discussions with you suggest that the proposed 
action will not have significant environmental impacts with the possible e~ception of water 
resources because of increased stonnwater runoff. Authors of the EA indicate that stonnwater 
runoff will increase as a result of this project, and that increased runoff will be appropriately 
managed both during and after construction to meet all requirements of the Florida Department 
of Environmental Protection stormwater regulations. However, the document does not provide 
enough detail for us to make that determinati.on. For example, there is little if any mention of 
project phasing and the potential impacts and mitigation efforts tQ be done during each phase of 
construction. Also, there is no discussion of how stonnwater pollution prevention plans will be 
reviewed and/or site inspections will be conducted to ensure that environmental impact will be 

tntemet Address (UAL) • http://www.epa.gov 
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avoided or minimized. In addition, there is little discussion of the use of innovative techniques, 
such as porous pavement and/or low-impact development. 

Like many military installations around the country, storm water management requirements at 
Tyndall AFB are increasing as a result of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Phase ll Permit. Tyndall AFB is aware of this issue, and is planning accordingly. 
Storm water managers at the base have already addressed some of these measures (e.g., 
developing an Engineering Technical Letter describing base specific stormwater management 
procedures), however others remain. 

In summary, we request that you provide additional detail on how increased stormwater runoff 
will be managed both during and after construction. Please provide us with a copy of your 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan for this project prior to construction. We also request that 
you consider incorporating innovative stoanwater best management practices (BMPs), such as 
using porous pavement in parking areas. Use of appropriate and well-designed BMPs will 
minimize the possibility of increased runoff causing flooding of the existing stonnwater pond at 
the Phase I construction site, and potential transformation of the existing wetland to a stormwate1 
pond at the Phase n construction site. Finally, we suggest that increased consideration of 
stonnwater management should be given in all NEP A documents submitted to EPA for review 
and comment. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Environmental Assessment. Should 
you have questions, please contact Catherine Fox, the staff contact for this project. She can be 
reached at 404/562-9578. 

Sincerely, 

~w.~V 
Heinz J. Mue11er, Chief 
Office of Environmental Assessment 
Environmental Accountabilitv Division 
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Mrs. Ann Garner 
Chief, Environmental Flight 
325m Civil Engineer Squadron 
119 Alabama Ave 
Tyndall AFB FL 32403-50 14 

Mr. H einz J. Mueller, Chief 
Office of Environmental Assessment 
Environmental Accountability Division 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Region4 
Atlanta Federal Center 
61 Forsyth Street 
Atlanta GA 30303-8960 

,OtT ~ 0 ZGC3 

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Munitions Storage Area Addition at Tyndall Ait 
Force Base, Florida 

Dear Mr. Mueller 

As discussed with Ms. Catherine Fox of your staff, attached is the copy of the Stonnwater 
Prevention Plan for Phase 1 of the referenced project. 'The plan is included in the enclosed Civil Site 
Constructions Plans for the Mmutions Complex, Tynda11 AFB. The construction contractors prepare the 
Sto-nnwater Prevention Plans. Our Storrnwater Program Managers approve those plans before the start of 
construction and visit .construction sites to conftrm compliance. 

Compliance with the State of Florida's stonnwater treatment permit under 62-25 PAC is required 
of an projects at Tyndall AFB. These regulations provide for both construction and post-construction 
stormwater treatment through the use of structural control measures. These measures include erosion 
control using silt fences or hay bales as the circumstances of the site dictate. 

New contracts are now required to include compliance with the AFCESA Engineering Technical 
Letter 03-01 (ETL 03-01) and stonnwater training for contractors and engineering project managers. The 
Florida Stormwater, Erosion, and S edimentatton Control Inspector Trai1ting & Certiftcalion Program 
will be taught at Tyndall in December 2003. 

We have submitted projects into the budget process requesting analysis. design and construction 
for regional ponds. Our local command is lending its support in these requests to headquarters. 

Thank you for your interest in our stormwater program. 

Sincerely 

ANN P. GARNb"'R, P.E. 

Attachments: 
ETL03-01 
Construction Plans for the Munitions Comnlex. Tvndall A FR 
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Department of 
Environmental Protection 

Jcb Bush 
Governor 

Mr. John Dingwall 
325111 Civil Engineer Squadron 
119 Alabama A venue 

Marjo ry Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Tallahassee. Florida 32399-3000 

October 28, 2003 

Tyndall AFB, Florida 32403-5014 

RE: Department of the Air FQrce- Draft Environmental Assessment and FONSI for the 
Munitions Storage Area A ddition at Tyndall Air Force Base -Bay County, Florida 

SAI # FL200309193960C 

Dear 1\tlr. Dingwall: 

David 8. Struh! 
Secretary 

The Florida State Clearinghouse, pursuant to Executive Order 12372, Gubernatorial 
Executive Order 95-359, the Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 145 1-1464, as amended, 
and the National Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321,433 1-4335,4341-4347, as amended, 
has coordinated a review of the referenced Draft Environmental Assessment and FONSI. 

Based on the information contained in the report and comments provided by our reviewing 
agencies, the state has dctennined that the subject project is consistent with the Florida Coastal 
Management Program. 

Thank you fot the opportunity to review this pr:oject. If you have any questions regarding 
this letter, please contact Ms. Lindy McJ)oweH at (850) 245-2167. 

Sincerely, 

Sally B. Mann, Director 
Office of Intergovernmental Programs 

SBM/lm 

Enclosures 

... it " .... -
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Florida Clearinghouse 

Flori~da 
Department of Environmental Protectton 

For more information please contact the Clearinghouse Office at: 

AGENCY CONTACT AND COORDINATOR (SCH) 
3900 COMMONWEALTH BOULEVARD MS-47 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-3000 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 
FAX: (850) 245-2190 

Visit the Clearinghouse Home Page to query other projects. 

Copyright and Di~clqlmer 
Privacy Statement 

http:/ /tlhora6/cleari ngbouse/ agency/project. asp ?chips _pro j ect_id=23 541 
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COUNTY: BAY DATE: 
COMMENTS DUJ£ DATE: 

9/15/2003 
10/15/2003 

CLEARANCE DUE DATE: 11/14/2003 
SAl#: FL200309193960C 

MESSAGE: 

!STATE AGENCIES! I WATERMNGMNT. II OPBPOLICY II RPCS&LOC 
ICOMMUNJIY AFFAIRS I DISTRICTS 
IX ENVIRONMI:>WTAL 
rROTECTION I !NORTHWEST FLORIDA WMD 

FISH apd WILDLIFE 
COMMJSSION 

!STATE I 

The attached document r~uirts a Coastal Zone: Management Acti,Fiorida 
Coastal Manllgcme.nt Program consistency enluatlon and Is catlogorlzed 

as one orthe following: 

Federal Assi~tance to Stille or Local Government (JS CFR 930, Sullpart 
F). 
Agencie.s ar~ required to ~·nluate thll conslsten~y or the activity. 

X Olrecl Feder~~! Activity (HI CFR 930, Subpart C), Federal Agencies are 
required to 1\trnish a coi\.SI.sttney determination for the Stalt \s 
concurrence or objection, 

Outer Contln~ntal' Shelf ElplonlloQ, Developmtnl or Produc.lloll 
Actlvitie.~ (lS CTR 930, Subpa rt E). Operators a re required to pro\1de a 
consistency certification for slAte concurrenet/objeetion. 
Federall..lcenslne or Ptrmfctlne Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart D). Such 
projects .;•Ill only be evaluat~ for consistency when then: 13 not an 

anaiQgous state license OT permit. 

UNIT GOVS 
I IENVrRONMEJII"TAL POLICY 

LINJT I 

Pro.iect Description: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCB ~ DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FONSl FOR 
THE MUNITIONS STORAGE AREA ADD1T10N AT 
'TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE- BAY COUNTY, 
FLORIDA. 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse EO. 12372/NEP A Federal Consistency 
AGENCY CONTACT AND COORDTNATOR (SCH) C ~omment!Consistent 
3900 COMMONWEALTH BOULEVARD MS-47 ··- No Comment . . 

I 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399·3000 [I Comment Attached f] ConSIStent/Comments Attached 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 r . I Inconsistent/Comments Attached 
FAX: (850) 245-2 190 Not Apphcable I Not Appticablo 

From: 
Division/Bureau: 

Reviewer: 
Date: 
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COUNTY: BAY DATE: 9115/2003 
COMMENTS DUE DATE: 10/15/2003 

CLEARANCE DUE DATE: ll/14/2003 
SAJ#:FL200309193960C 

MESSAGE: 

lsTATEAGENCIESj 

I 
WATERMNGMNT. 

I 
OPBPOLICY I RPCS&LOC I ICOMML'NITY AFFAIRS I DISTRICTS 

~ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION I !NORTHWEST FLORIDA WMD 

X !' ISH nnd WILDLIFE 
COMMISSION 

!STATE I 

Tbt auach~ document requires a Coulal Zone Mlllla&ement ActiFlorida 
CouJal Manaeemeat Proaram consbtency r valuaJion and is c:rtceorlud 

UNIT GOVS 

I ~RO~~ALPOUCY 
lJNIT 

Project Description: 
u one of the (oUowina: 

f'cdU~tl Assbta.a~ to Sbltc or t.oc.l Co>ernmut ( IS CFR 930, Su'bpllrt 
f'). 
A; entlts art ffi!Uired to c,..,Llllt tbe coo.Wuncy of !be acti\it)'. 

' DlrKI Fedtnl AciMty (IS Cf'R 930, Subpart C). F~ual Aaendes uc 
~ulred to fllrnlsh a consktency d c.lennlnallon for the State's 
concurren~ or objection. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AlR FORCE- DRAFT 
li:NVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMDIT AND FONSI FOR 
THE MUNITIONS STORAGE AREA ADDITION AT 
TYNDALL ArR FORCE BASE· BAY COill.'TY, 
FU)RJDA. 

Outer Con tinental Shd(£ rploratlon, Development or Production 
Actlv1!ies (15 CFR 930, Sobpart £ ). Operalors art required to provide a 
con~lstcncy certilicarion for sta te con~urruwobjcction. 

Ftdcnal Uccnsln1: or Pcrmlltln• ActMty ( IS CFR !l30, Subpart 0). Sucb 
projects " ill only bce.,aluat~ for conslstency wttca there is aot an 

an•locouJ state lnnn or pcrmll. 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse EO. 12372/NEPA Federal Consistency 
AGENCY CONTACT AND COORDINATOR (SCH) --./ ~o Comment/Consisten.t 
3900 COMMONWEALTH BOULEVARD MS-47 fii'No Comment . 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-3000 r Comment Attached r ConsJs~ent/Comments Attached 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 Ci Inconsistent/Comments Attached r Not Applicable FAX; (850) 245-2 190 L ' Not Applicable 

From: 
Division/Bureau: ~NMENTA.L SERY.lC.ES ____ ._ ·---

Reviewer: .Q.RlAN BARNm 
Date: ---~~~-~--=~ /!~ (o -s .. _ 

SEP 2 2 2003 

GFftCE Or VICES 
c:::,JVIR0Nr.AENTAL SER 
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COUNTY: BAY 
s.\V~F-T( 
zoo3 .. as~; 

DATE: 9/15/2003 
COMMENTS DUE DATE: 10/15/2003 

CLEARANCE DUE DATE: 11/14/2003 
SAl#: FL200309193960C 

MESSAGE: 

I 
STATE II \VATER MNGMNT. II OPBPOLICY II RPCS&LOC 

I AGENCIES DISTRICTS UNIT GOVS 
!COMMUNITY AFFAIRS I !NORTHWEST FLORIDA WMO I 'ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY I 'ENVIRONMENTAL I 

UNIT 

PROTECTION 

'FISH und WTLPLJFE 
COMMJSSION I 
IX STATE I 

The &tt!lelled document requlrr.s. Coastal Zooe MaMgement Act/Jolorida Project Description: 
CoastMI Man3gement Program. ~onslsteney e\'alualion and is eatqotized rr=#===:==S::::::=i:::::===:::::::::::::::=.:::::::::::::::=:::::::::=:=====il 
asoncofthefollowine~ DEPARTMENT OFTHE.A IR FORCE · DRAFT 

Fedt.ral Asslsta:ntt to State or 1..oc111 Governmtnt (lSCFR 930. sub(l1lrt ENYJRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FONSJ FOR 
F). THE MUNJTlONS STORAGE AREA ADDITION AT 
Agencit$ are required to evalu~tte the toMlstency ofttie activity. TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE . BAY COUNTY, 

;s Direct Federal Activity ( IS CFR 930, Subpart C). Federal Agencies are FLORIDA. 
required to furQish a consl~jency determination for the State's 
concurrence o r objection. 

Outer Continental Shelf Exploration, Development or Production 
Activities (15 C FR 930, SubpRrl £). Operators· an. ~quired to provide a 
r.onsi.Steney certification for s~lc concurrenre/obj~ction. 

F'edenl Licensilli or Permlttln& Activity ( I S CFR 930, Subpart 0), Such 
projectS will onl)' be evaluated for consistency '0\'hen lhcne is not an 

analo~ous state license o r permit 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse EO. 12372/NEPA Federal Consistency 
AGENCY CONTACT AND COORD INA TOR (SCH) ...,.. / ~ Comment/Consistent 
3900 COMMONWEALTH BOULEY ARD MS-47 I VNo Comment r:· . 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-3000 . r Comment Attached ..... Consistent/Comments Attached 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 r-: . r Inconsistent/Comments Attached 
FAX: (850) 245·2190 ' ,; Not Apphcable r Not Applicable 

. Division of Historical Resources ·'"' 
From. f . p f on :f 1 .1 :--ri---b-

Division/Bureau: _8ureau o Histone r~serva_._1 _ ·- ·-- ,._ :r-~l~-!i 
Reviewer: ~ . .§;..~-~-~- . ;;tjjC. _ _ __i _ 'f.:.:.. 7 · .;~~., 3 

Date: . -~: Z.Lf-.~.~.. __ 4/#/~ _ __ _ __ ____ -··-
1'-\HfA I x·. 3-B2(Xo 

RECEIVED 

St] ~zl ~d £2 d3S £0 
OCT 0 1 7nn') 

OlP/OLGA 
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COUNTY: BAY DATE: 9/15/2003 
COMMENTS DUE DATE: 10/1512003 

CLEARANCE DUE DATE: 11/ 14!2003 

MESSAGE: 

FISH and WlLOLIFE 
COMMISSION 

SAl#: FL200309193960C 

Tilt ..... ~.., docvm<ftl r.qulm . CouW ZoflC ~~'""'~"'?'lA~cla Pro. ect Descri tioo: 
Coastal~,. ... .....,., ~ll"'IJJ tGM!otmcy<¥alwobOa and~~~ fr:=#:'=::==:::::=;#£§;§~==:::::=::=::=:=::=::==::::::==9 
u ..,. oftbc fbllowl•c: 

feduoiAublt""lo Slate or L«aJC.Weremc:.t(ISCfR IJO.S.bplrt 
fl. 
Alfllrlcs "" rcqlllred 10 Wlluc. ~co.-u.cyofdtt ~thU,.. 

~ ~~ f~l A<ln ley (IS Cfll ~lO, Subp:11rt C). Fedtnl A~"" 
rttprrtd to 111,.1.- • COMdlea<)' clttcnainatioa for lhtSUtt's 
aoruu....,~ or obj«ttoa. 

O.r« CoaliMntal Slldl £tjdorall01• Dn'tlop<Deat or l'ro<llltlioll 
MtMtks (IS CTR tJQ. S@pitrt £1. ()pcnton on rcqodred 10 Pf9"14t o 
Cll'llimll<)' ttrtint.tloa ror lltalt <OliC'If~-~Goe. 

ftdcnl l..lcdolo& or Pcraottlac Atthit)< (15 CFR 930. S.bp:11rt D). Sud! 
""'ltttt will Oft!y 1K tvaluttd l'llr ~ •- tlluc Is - u 
ooalop.,. •taU llrcAu or permit. 

DEPARTMENT OF ntE AIR FORCE- DRAFT 
VIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FONS! FOR 

MUNlT!ONS STORAGE AREA ADDmON AT 
DALL AIR FORCE BASE· BAY COUNTY, 

LORIDA. 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse E2. 1 72/NEPA Federal Consistency 
AGENCY CONTACT AND COORD INA TOR (SCH) r No Comment/Consislellt 
.3900COMMONWEALTH BOULEVARDMS-47 oCommmt . 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-3000 r Comment Attached r Consistent/Comments Attached 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 r . r ln~isteni/Commeru.s Attached 
FAX: {850) 2.45-2190 Not Apphcable r Not ApplicabrRECEIVED 

From: V: ~ { j /) 
Division!Bureau: _ &/,CL. ~-·-~<·t .. ~ ___ _ 

Reviewer: ___ Q })1 {~,..... ~ .. ~_) -

OCT 0 3 2003 

OIP/OLGA 
Date: _ _ -1/31)/03 __ _ _ 

~~"if~ lU ~ ~ ~ 
, I 1 sEP 2 2 m 1\1}) 
~ ~ 
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SSP.29'2003 Ot:lS 850 595 8967 W FL REG,!ONAL PLANNING CiOUNCIL '#0937 P.OO l/ 001 

Wi••p·c wEsT FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING couNCIL l 
Post Oftrce Box 9759 • 3435 ~orth 12111 Avenue • Pe"sacole, Florida 32513•9759 

WO'IJ\OGD&IIa!CN.A4~0Ji!ic:a. Pbone (850) 595·8910 • S/C 695•85110 • (800) 226·8914 • Fax (850). 595·8967 

Ul CZI:Ck 
F..xecutJve Dlnctor 

Cody Tllylor . 
Olalrm:~n 

Syaney lod Pllll! 
Via-Cblllnnan 

FAX TRANSMITTAL (S) Total# of Pages (including cover) 1 

TO: 

DATE: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE • FAX: (850) 245·2190/(850) 245~2189 
Phone:: 850-245•lJ61 

September 29 2003 

Terry Jose~govemmontal Review Coordinator 
Extension 2Q6 
josepht@wfrpr>.dst.fl.us 

State Clenringhouse Review(s), Fax Tr~nsmittals: 

SAl# Project De~cription RPC# 

FL200309193960C Dept. of tho Air Force, dr~f\ environmental an~ssment and FONSI for tltc 
munilions storage area addi~on lit l'yndoll Air J:lorce Base -13ay County. 
Fl'orldn 

B528-09-22-2003 

X ~o C<;>mment$- Generally consistent with the WFSRPP 

Comments Attache(! 

if you ltave any questions, please call. 
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TO: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

NORTHWEST FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
Proi,ect Review Form 

State Clearinghouse 
Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, MS 47 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000 

September 24, 2003 

Project Review: Intergovernmental Coordination 
Title: Department onhe Afr Force-Draft Environmental Assessment and 
Fon$i for the. Munitions Storage Area Addition at Tyndall A:lr force Base-Ba) 
County, FL 
SAl -#: FL200309193960C 

The District has reviewed the subject application and attachments in accordance with it~ 
rasponsib~lities and authority under the provisions of Chapter 373, Florida Statutes. As a resul 
review, the District has the following responses: 

ACTION 

_x_ No Comment. 

Supports the project. 

Objects to the project; explanation attached. 

Has no objection to the project; explanation optional. 

Cannot evaluate the project; explanation attached. 

Project requires a permit from the District under_. _ . 

DEGREE OF REVIEW 

_x_ Documentation was reviewed. 

Field investigation was performed. 

Discussed and/or contacted appropriate office about project. 

Additional documentalion/research is required. 

Comments attached. 

SIGNEO "{)\ a ~~~ w.RaAL~ 
"" Duncan Jay Cairns 

Chief, Bur. Env. & Res. Ping. 
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COUNTY: BAY DATE: 
COMMENTS DUE DATE: 

CLEARANCE DUE DATE; 

9/15/2003 
10/15/2003 
11/14/2003 

SAl#: FL200309193960C 

MESSAGE: 

I 
STATE 

I 
WATERMNGMNT. 

II 
OPBPOLICY II RPCS& .LOC 

AGENCIES DISTRICTS 
jcOMMUNITY AFFAIRS jx NORTHWEST FLORIDA WMD 

IENYIRONMENTAL 
.PROTEC'fJON 

'FISH and WILDLIFE 
COMMISSION 

jsTATE 

The atlllched document requires a Coasta l Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Pn>_gram consistency evaluation and is ~;ategorl~e4 

as one-of the following: 

_ 'Federal AsSISbl!ce to Statt or Local Govt'rnment (15 CFR 930, Subpart 
Fj. 
Agencies are reqllin:d to evaluate the consistency of the. activity. 

~ Direet Federal Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpart C), Federal Agencia ue 
rcqqlr(d to furnish a consil;tency determination for theS!ste's 
concurrence or obJection. 
Outer Contlnenta'l Shelf Exploration, Development or Product.ion 
AcllYilles ('ISCFR 930, Subpart E). Operat!lrs are required to provide a 
consisienc)' certi-fication for s tate concurre.nce/objection. 

_ Fwenil Llc\!nslne OT Permitting Activity (15 CFR 930, Subpatt 0). Such 
projects will only be evalu11ted for consistency whe.n there)it not an 

analogous sta'telicense or permit. 

UNIT GOVS 
I IENVJRO)'IMENTALPOUCY 

UNIT I 

Project Description: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE - DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FONSI FOR 
THE MUNITIONS STORAGE AREA ADDITION AT 
TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE-BAY COUNTY, 
FLORIDA. 

To: Florida State Clearinghouse EO. 12372/NEPA Federal Consistency 

AGENCY CONTACT AND COORDINATOR (SCH) · / C No Comment/Consistent 
3900COMMONWEALTHBOULEVARDMS-47 ~oComment . . . . 

I 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA )2399-3000 r: Comment Attached C Consistent/Comments Attached. 
TELEPHONE: (850}245-2161 r N . b. I L Inconsistent/Comments Attached 

AX. . ~~~e 
F : (850) 245-2190 C Not Applicable 

,.::16 G o..-1 V1 ,_ "-lT 5 
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REP<v TO 
/'. TTENTION OF 

Regulatory Division 
North Permits Branch 

Ann P. Garner, P.E. 
Chief, Environmental Flight 
119 Alabama Ave, stop 42 
Tyndall AFB, FL 32403 

Dear Ms. Garner: 

DEPARTMENT Of THE ARMY 
JACKSONVILLE DISTRICT CORPS OF ENGINEJ:RS 

PANAMA CITY REGULATORY OFFICE 

475 HARRISON AVENUE, SUITE 202 

PANAMACJTY, FLORIDA 32401·2731 

November 19, 2003 

This is in reference to the meeting on November 18, 2003 regarding unauthorized 
clearing and filling of wetlands in coordination with construction of the Munitions Complex 
Phase II. This unauthorized cleaning and filling occurred in Section 9, Township 5 South, 
Range 13 West, Tyndall Ai r Force Base, Bay County, Florida. 

It is my understanding that a permit will be submitted for the amount offill required 
for the building currently under construction and any further impacts to wetlands in 
conjunction With the construction of the Munitions Complex. It was discussed that the 
design of the Complex would be modified to limit the impacts to wetlands to less than 0.1 
acre and the wetlands that have been cleared outside of the footprint of the Complex 
would be voluntarily restored. We, take this opportunity to express our appreciation for 
your cooperation in resolving the problem. 

In regard to the voluntary restoration, please have your engineer submit a 
restoration plan that includes dates that restoration is to begin and end, any planting Qf 
vegetation that may be required and success criteria and monitoring plans. If any fill has 
been placed in the wetlands outside the footprint of the project must be removed as part of 
the restoration plan. 

If you have any questions concerning this matter or Department of the Army permit 
requirements, please contact Diane Bateman at the letterhead address or by telephone at 
850-763-0717 extension 23. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin D. O'Kane 
Team Leader 
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CESAJ-RD~NT (1145b) November 19, 2003 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT: Tyndall Air Force Base Ammunitions Complex Phase II 

1. On November 171 2003 I was called by Ann Garner, Environmental Section~ Tyndall 
AFB. A meeting was requested to review site plans for the Munitions Complex. The 
engineer (Preble-Rish) told Tyndall that a permit was not required to impact the wetlands 
because they were isolated. A JD was conducted last year and the impacted wetlands 
are adjacent to a canal/ditch system that drains to East Bay. 

2. A meeting was conducted at Tyndall AFB on November 18, 2003. Present were 
myself, representatives from Preble-Rish, Inc., the contract engineer, civilian and military 
representatives working on the project.(Did not get a sign in sheet) The munitions 
complex design is constrained by the distance required between the buildings. Large 
trucks have to be able to travel through the buildings and turn around outside the 
buildings. According to the design submitted and verbal acknowledgement from those 
present, approximately 0.25 acre of the wetland had been cleared, grubbed and clean fill 
placed. The area had been demucked. 

3. The design cannot be altered because Congress has approved this design. Since there will be fill 
in jurisdictional wetlands T AFB will have to comply with NEP A regulations. However, if the fill is 
reduced to 1ess than O.l acre, the fill may be construed as minimal and the environmental assessment 
would not have to be rewritten nor redistributed for public comment. As deffigned the project would 
impact more than 0.1 acre and less than 0.5 acre. If the project can be reduced to less than O. l acre, a 
NW 18 could be issued. As designed a NW 39 may be applicable with mitigation. 

4. Corps recommendations to project. 
a. remove storm water swales from wetland areas to reduce impacts to wetlands. 
b. restore the impacted wetlands (Michele Gawronski, Preble-Rish will visit site 

and take pictures to verify that site has been restored. 

PREPARED BY: 

;J)~ ~ detmt~AV 
Diane Bateman 
Project Manager 
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----Original Message-----
From: Johnson Rockford Civ 325 FW/SE 
Sent Thursday, January 15, 2004 8:09AM 
To: Baker Judy GS-05 325 CES/CC 
Subject: RE: CES120901 , 31 Dec 03, Final EA for Munitions Storage 

L ooks Great' 
Rocky Johnson, GS-11 , DAFC 

325FW Weapons Safety Manager 

----Original Message-----
From: Karns Chris Capt 325 FW/PA 
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2004 8:54 AM 
To: Baker Judy GS-05 325 CES/CC; Bell Herman Civ 325 FW/PA 
Cc: Weslowskl James; Fuller Cecil R SMSgt 325 FW/PA 
Subject: RE: CES120901, 31 Dec 03, Final EA for Munitions Storage 

You hll\e PA coord. 

----Oiiginal Message-----
From: Hatch Mark Maj 325 FW/JA OSN 523-4681 
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2003 11 :31 AM 
To: Baker Judy GS-05 325 CES/CC 
Subject: RE. CES120901. 31 Dec 03, Final EA for Mumtions Storage 

Coordination complete. 

Maj Mark A. J latch 
Deputy Staff Judge Advocate 
Tyndall AFB, FL 




